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PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 

STRrT fK'ebH efc WET^f ( T8JT WEET tfU'ebt ) £1TT Wt feir 7JIT 3TTc$T 3ft? 3lfil t£eHd( 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


3?R '^TPT R5n^T 

(ftrf*r ^[4 fawt) 

25 ^T, 2013 

^cti 225 —-rrpqfa, 28 rC 20i3^raftffn 

it. ^ft^3#iwr^1 3FTT RfRTTf^ftRT, W^T^RPT 
^TFTT^PT^ 1 ^^ dHNd Pd)d>K^Rcltl 

pFT.TT. 18(9)/2009-^TT.| 
3TR.T37T.^1, fi^dd Hh-l-qpfsFfqydl^K 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department of Legal Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 25th June, 2013 

S.O.1225.—The President is pleased to accept the 
resignation of Shri Harin P. Raval, Senior Advocate as 
Additional Solicitor General, Supreme Court of India with 
effect from 28th May, 2013. 


cblWcb, fel<4>Hd Thu %R R5ne*T 
(+llU+ afrt trfw>t fwd) 

^■ferft, 26 pp 2013 

.1226 —’^^T TTFFR Hd^KI TTfeh, 

1973 ( 1974 ^1 SlfsrfWT ^T. 2) ^t «TR1 24 ^t‘ST-tTRl ( 8) 
3Ki nilddif dn wi fir Mr ’’jfrra wrrr 

(ifgfa 3T^nT ppf) cfft 3TR TT ^ ‘ferft ftspl fe# 
^TPTTenr 3ft T 'PTTTT TT^f^ET ^TPTTenT i' 

3TK7Tt-03(T;)/2004/T3;Tft\.-IX/^ f^ft (ffW^T 
^®ft€t Tcff -EfTZmT), RTRH Tf FFFd SlitcTf, ^Fft^TTf 
TT2-TT FETl 3Fq HIHdT d7T TITTER RRt df fEPf 

art ftrsTs-f paro, ^MNr«TcFEn wt fpjfiTT 3 

TTiffeRT 3TfmpRT Tf. Tp Tf. 225/22/2013-Tpfrst-II ^t 
TPTTT T%cft t I 

[TT.TT. 225/22/2013-Tpltst-II] 
TRfaftp 3TcRETf£R 


2786GI/2013 


[F.No. 18(9)/2009-JudL] 
R. S. SHUKLA, Jt. Secy. & Legal Adviser 


(3193) 
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MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS 
(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.0.1226. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central 
Government hereby withdraws the notification No. F.No. 
225/22/2013-AVD-II dated 4.4.2013 regarding appointment 
of Shri Sidharth Luthra, Additional Solicitor General, in 
Delhi High Court and Supreme Court of India at New Delhi, 
for conducting appeals, revisions and other matters arising 
out the case RC 03(A)/2004/ACU-IX/New Delhi (JBT 
Recruitment Scam of Haryana) on behalf of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment (Central Bureau of 
Investigation). 

[F. No. 225/22/2013-AVD-II] 
RAJIV JAIN, Under Secy. 

fart 331353 
(333t Iwt) 

(##3 33113 3TFJ33 33 chwfewj, #375311 

ajFpRTT^T) 

#33J7, 21 TFT, 2013 
71 01/2013-14 

■3561227 TThTT- - ?^ 1962 37) 3171152 

# 733 (31) 3) 313)3 3173 717337, f#3 331313, 3373 f#313, 
##3# 3) 133737 17331#, 1994 3ft 3#33J331 71. 33/94-71). 
73.(33.3).) 3#7 f373 331313, 3373 f#313, 3173 717337, # 
#3# SKI Rdifed 25-10-2001 3) 3#rq3317i. 122/2004-71). 
3(.(33.3).) # 33T 713irf33 3) ## #, 313TT3T, 3TFJ33, 3#3 
3333 1337, #33|7-II, 3TPJ3313J3, #317, 3331 3lf333T 33 
33133# fir 33lfe37 7U3 ^ 13377 f#3n # f733 71# 71. 9 33 
22, 3T33FJ3 313, 3#37) 713, 33377 317J37 #7 33)3 3173# 
317333 71)311337 3lf3f333, 1962 37) 313 9 3) 313# 100% 

f33f3#17333737 (i#.^) 3# 7## 377# 37) 7J)#T3 #) 

f#3 3T513I7 7#33 3lfw 3773T \\ 

[73.71. IV/16/20/2013 3.331,, #.-II] 
3J#37, 3TFJ33 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL 
EXCISE 

BANGALORE-II, COMMISSIONERATE) 
Bangalore, the 21st June, 2013 

No. 01/2013-14 

S.0.1227. —In exercise of powers delegated to the 
undersigned under Section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 


read with Notification No. 33/1994-Cus (NT) dated 1-7- 
1994 as amended by Notification No. 122/2004-Cus (NT) 
dated 25-10-2001 issued by the Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Revenue, Government of India, New Delhi, 
under Clause (a) ofSection 152ofthe Customs Act, 1962, 
I, Ashok, Commissioner of Central Excise, Bangalore II, 
Commissionerate, Bangalore hereby declare Survey No. 9 
& 22, Amalapura Village, Madhugiri Road, Arakere Post 
falling under Tumkur Taluk, Tumkur District in the State of 
Karnataka, as warehousing station under Section 9 of the 
Customs Act, 1962 for the limited purpose of setting up of 
a 100% EOU. 

[C.No. IV/16/20/2013/EOU, BG-II] 

ASHOK, Commissioner 
(14414 ^£|313 f34FT) 

3? #333, 213J3, 2013 

33T 1228.—7137)3373 #37 (333 3# 337#) 3333) 
737)3, 1970/1980 3)73333)33-7i3:(l)3)7ir33feT#3737[# 
3733) (33373f 33 31#3 3# 3#731) 3lf3f333, 1970/1980 37) 
3171 9 37) 33-3171 3(31) 3# (3-37) £13 ¥£7T tflfad#)' 371 
¥313 37# ft), ###7173717, #1Tg## 37317 31^3/1 

(533 #f3 : 10.08.1964 ) 37) 3337) ###1 37) 3#RJ331 37) 
317)73 Tf #3 3# 37) 37## # 3133T 313# 37## 337, # 

#¥£##, #37 # f#3137 3^3313 3#137lf#37 #7-7173717) 

f3#3137 3lf33 37#) 11 

[371.3. 6/24/2011-3)311-1] 
f#33333T31, 31377lf33 

(Department of Financial Services) 

New Delhi, the 21st June, 2013 
S.0.1228. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section 3(h) and (3-A) of Section 9 of the Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act, 1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of 
the Nationalized Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government 
hereby nominates Shri Sunil Kumar Maheshwari 
(DoB : 10.08.1964) as part-time non-official director on 
the Board of Directors of UCO Bank for a period of three 
years, from the date of notification of his appointment or 
until further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[F.No. 6/24/2011-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 
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B^fRRofl, 26BJR, 2013 

RW 1229.—2P5%HRRT (HHH RR BR%% BRRH) 
#1, 1970/1980 Ri7IB 3 RiBR-73B (1) Ri 7TrH MfcJd ^R>RRll 
RRTRt (4Msbq)'RR3P%RRR3RRH) srMwr, 1970/1980 R% 
?TRT 9 R2[-HRT 3(251) 3fk (3-R7) £RT BRH RlfERRlf RR 
BHPTRH%fR cft^lii 2R4R2, 0,d^KI sft Rdl^ld 3T2TRt' (RRB 
f%fH 30.07.1946 ) R% BBR% Pd jjPckl R% 3#RJ^RT R% HR%I 3 
#t h% r% srafsi cfr %tt 3thrt hhbt sn^ft cTor-, bit nt brpt 
tr,2joffrfcf7c^rn^i<=b2TTi^r^ 3%?TRRf%iRT%7-2T2RR7t Ph^ir> 
RTfRHRHHit 1 

[BR.2T. 6/29/2011-RT3TM] 
few OrsfHl, 3TR2 7TfHH 
New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.0.1229.— In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section 3(h) and (3-A) of Section 9 of the Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act, 1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of 
the Nationalized Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government 
hereby nominates Shri SalahuddinAnsari (DoB : 30.07.1946) 
as part-time non-official director on the Board of Directors 
of UCO Bank for a period of three years, from the date of 
notification of his appointment or until further orders, 
whichever is earlier. 

[F.No. 6/29/2011-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

M 26 BJB, 2013 

R5BTH230 .—tl^lqchd (BBHRRHrM^r) 

7HRH, 1970/1980 Ri 7IB 9 5%BB-7Rl(l) 3%R (2) Ri 7TrH 
Bf%R IchchlJ^ RRTR[ (3Msb41 RR 3R5fB Ref 3RRRT) 3TfHf%HB, 
1970/1980 R% HR! 9^^T-RRT (3) R^ 7^(1% £121 BRH 
RTfRRHf RR Wl RR% fR R%#R 2RRR2, 0,d<£EI 32TT 
BIRRS ^ fRt%B BINcb ?% 2FT%H RT^bHR RMdlRId (BPH 
f%pR 03.07.1956 ) R% 21.07.2013 RRHrB2R%HTRRRBBHHR 
7THIPT% R% HR%B Rf c%B R% 3TRfH R) %R 3THH1 fRT 3TfRT 
BIRPR % BBRT RHpRITt Rt RR B2 H% TI% HRT 32 BBT 3TR7% 
32T%?ff 2TB), B% Bt RI7% IT, HR7 3TPB BIRPR Ri f%%?TRT B^IPT 
% RHfRRR RRpRITt f%%?TR7 fRRRR BRcf) 11 

[BR.7T. 6/25/2012-Btefr-I] 
fBBBBRItBT, 32B22lfBB' 
New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.O.1230.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (e) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of The Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 


1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) and (2) of clause 9 
of The Nationalized Banks (Management and 
Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the 
Central Government hereby appoint Shri Ramadev 
Laxmichand Saydiwal 

(DoB : 03-07-1956), Special Assistant, Bank of Maharashtra, 
as Workmen Employee Director on the Board of Directors 
of Bank of Maharashtra for a period of three years with 
effect from the date of his taking over the charge of the 
post on or after 21-07-2013 or until he ceases to be an 
Workmen Employee of Bank of Maharashtra or until further 
orders, whichever is the earlier. 

[F.No. 6/25/2012-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

Bf fe#, 26 BJB, 2013 

R®1231 .—TPBtaRTR fRT (BHH Ref BR%% BBRH) 
7R%B, 1970/1980 RT7IB 9 RiBR-7iB(l) 3%R (2) ^ 2TTB 
■qfeT 4<=bchill RPTBt (BRsBBf RR 3R5fB Ref 3BRRT) 3#rfRRB, 
1970/1980 R% H17T 9 R% '3R-H17T (3) Rt 2IB (B) URT BR7T 
RrfRRRf RR BRET RR% fR RpRtH 2RRR2, HRRpT fTBRf fRT 2T 
BTTBRf RT2% <£ RRRTR ifdRSRI BBTR BRTBR1 fRT Ri RRPT 
BRHRT 8% 1%TR[R RRTR 71TI(BRBfRfB : 24.11.1958) RRBBR% 
fBRfRR RR 3TfB2JRBT R% RRlTB 21 #B R% R% 3TRfR Rl %R 
32 BBT 2TRTB %R1BRT ^RT % BB^ 3TfBRR2l ^ BR B2 RB 21% RR7 
3TBBT 3TB% 3TT%?fi 2TRT, RTT Bl BIR II, 2TRR %RTBBT ^RT ^ 
f%%RRT TprgRf % 3TfBRR2l RR%R12l f%%RRT fRRRB RRRl 11 

[BR.2T. 6/17/2012-Rl3Tr-I] 
fBRRBRiTBT, 3TB2 2TfBB 
New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.O.1231.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (f) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of The Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 
1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) and (2) of clause 9 of 
The Nationalized Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government 
after consultation with the Reserve Bank of India, hereby 
appoint Shri Dilip Kumar Saha (DoB : 24-11-1958), Chief 
Manager, Punjab National Bank, as Officer Employee 
Director on the Board of Directors of Punjab National 
Bank, for a period of three years, from the date of 
notification of his appointment or until he ceases to be 
an officer of the Punjab National Bank or until further 
orders, whichever is the earliest. 

[FNo. 6/17/2012-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 
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RTO«R T3<i RflRR RxR-PI RR1RR 


(RRFR FR -qf^TR qRRq iq^FT) 


P<<rdl, 9 -RMl, 2012 


RW1232 .—Rl^RR^RlRftRPRfaicRI mPrK srfRfRRR, 1956 ( 1956 RR 102) R7t RIR 11 RTlFR-RlR (2) FR1RTRR 

RTfRRRF RR RRlR ^TTcT fF WtR fRfRRRT RftRF R WT?f RRFT Rl RIF, y.d<gKI 3#RT RTR 3 WP R^ RRRR RRR 3#FW Rft 
RFRT1 3^-il 3 rHHfdfed 3^RRTRR RRcft f, RRfa:— 


^TSg^Tf- 

R5) “RTfRrfRFR fa<(-4mid fRFRfRRTUR, RRRt, Rp!RT” RT RTRRRMR7 ‘ Hl-Rldiyikl MRkRT 3T#m’ [RRRT RIF RTF (2) 

r!rrt[ '^T^fHcT] Ri 3#r% srfdTT ypcipEd sfk rrr rrPrr [rr^rtf 

RdR (3)^WR RFfRRl ^ SRFfcT PdHPdPdd RRETRTIrR %RT RTFRT, RRfR:- 


_( 2 )_ 

‘ ‘ RFKT 3fR5 RRffi ('RRffi) ’ ’ 


“ 3Tt<dldMl Fp dPPMM] Tf P^kdlHI ” 


‘ ‘ 3#r fm 1 rw5 ^ Iwett ” 


“TgfR-qpT^fR^ PFkdlHl” 


“A^ldid^PSRT^Ml PFkdlHI ” 


‘ ‘ r 4 TFT, #T TFT Fp RR>3 fm fRRR 
^feefTHT 


_(3)_ 

T37T TTTT (RRRRRDffi) 

(RF R^HMdiyiki PrPRcRI 3H^dl ??Pll Rp<RFRHdl Utyd 3TPR iklPRH, 
RM^Rf^^f^RTTtfRFTlP^^TRR^ 3TqmfR?R PdRiyldH 
PdiMpcIRIdy, rM, RRlFTFRTORt 2012 3 RRRT RR^ RFRIRFRIR RTl 
R^Fll) 

3Tf 

(RFFRT Hl-Rdiyikl PrPRcRI 3H^dl SPfi RldRFRRcIT RTTR RLb ^FlpHH, 
RJTT,R?Rl^'yf^RTfeTTRrTl fRFTTp^ R^ RRR 3 3HHdl P=W PcHliyldH 
iRFRfRRTRR, RTtRt, ^RT FR1R M, 2012 3 3TRRT RRRl RRRRT RFR RTl 
R^Fll) 

^3TTRf 

(RFF^ HMdiyim PRpRcRI Rskll £>11 RPdRF 3RJRTRfTFT 3TPRTpSlfRR, 
RJR,RM^RM^f^RnTtfRRTlp8jRt R^RRRTfRHdl fRFR PdRiylcW 
fRFRfRRTFlR, RTlRt, R^RT^RRIR^, 2012 3 3TRRT RRRl RTRRT RFF RTl 
R^FTI) 

^Risfr 

(RFF^ HMdiyikl PrPRcRI Rskll SPfl RPdRF RRRT RRRT 3TPRTpstfRR, 
97R rPm! ^Rf^^fR^RTTtfRRrrPsfRf ^RRR^ 3RJRTfR^RiRRTTRteR 
fR^RfRRTRR, RTTRpRTpRT ^R Ri 2012 3 RRRT RRRT RRR1R RFH RTl 
R^FTI) 

^fI fji 3hk r| 

(RFRR> HIRdiyikl PdPbcRI 3#nRIRt RfRRF3RJRTRR3RT RTO AfIPrH, 
y,MH <^Rl^Rf^^fRRRTTtfRFrrP«fRf ^RRR^3RJRrfR^RfRFrnteR 
fR^RfRFTRR, RTTRt, R^RT F^R R^, 2012 ^ RRRT RRRl RRRRT RFR RR 
R^FTI) 

^^■RlRFl 

(RFR^ OMdiyim PdPhcRI R^dl ^|Jp RPdRF SRJRT^el STPR^fRR, 
y.m rPn! ^RM^f^RTTtfRFTri^Rf ^RRR^3RjmfRRRlRWfteR 
fRRRfRRRR, rM,R^R1 F^IR rC 2012 t[ RRRT RR^ RRETIRTFR R^t 

Rjjri) 
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_(2)_(3)_ 

Rt 7ft rr 

“RMRRRR4 PskdlHl” (RR TTRT HMdiyikl pRpbcRI 3T#cTT tTnt Rfc R^ 3RRTT RtjRT 3RRT 

4^rRH,RRRR^3gftTf8ffif^RTTT|fRsnf^ R^RRRTfRRRrfRqR 
fsRJNteH f^crf^PT, rM,RT^T ^RTRRt 2012 4 RRRTRR^ RRR1R 
g^RR^R^th) 
rrr) (^ferrfg^R) 

“^TRRTRTR^RtfRR (^ferrf^R )” (RR RRT RFRdTgPR fRfRRRT R#T RTr) RfR RR 3RRTT RT7R 3RR? 

ArIPrh, RRTR^Rt^gW^f^RTTtfRRTp^Rf ^RRR^RRRrfRqR 

PdRIMlcR f^Rf^IR, RTTRpR^RRRRJ r|, 2012 4 RRRTRRRlRRR1R 
gRRRf)-R^Rh) 

“ArUr tf5RTlRRRT[ P^kdlHI RfRRSTRR)' 

(RRTJRT HMdiyiR PRpcbcRI R#T RTr) RfR RTJRT RFR 3RRT ifRtfRR, 

trr ob)-cil 4 gfqrf^R Irtr rt Tt fRRTfsfR) ^ rrr 4 sort fR?R 
PirimMh Pd^Pci£iidRRM,R^RRR[RRi 2012 4RRRTRRRTRRR1R 
gRR^-R^fn) 

“%frgfRRRTrfeRmT Rtsf) 

(RR RR RFRRTgRT fRfRRRT R#T RTR) RfR 3RJRT RRR 3RR ^RtfRR, 
TRR oh)-ci) R g%f8iRT fRTR RT R> PdtllPfRt RRR 4 3RT?IT fq^q 
PdRIMldH Pc^dPdRldRRM,R^RRR[RRi 2012 R RRRT RRRT RRR1R 
gRRRf)Rf Rll) 

(R) “obldW PcUMPdRIdR R^R”^RRRRpfe HMdiyim PRpcbcRI 3^RT (RRR^RIRRTR (2) ^ RR4 RRfRR) RT 
RRrfasrfdR yPolP^ 3fRRRRTRRfRR #lfe Rl RTR #4RT ‘ RRtRTRJT Rl %R R^FRT (3) R^TR*) 

RRpRcT) RT 3RtR%f^RR^feR 3RT:RRfqR %RT RTRRT, RRfa :- 

Rte 3 rr ^rfeRR (4 rtrM) rrr) (^rirM) 


(RRRRT HMdRIkl PlPbcRI 3#RT RTR) Rfc RR AP^d RTTRR, 1R^7, 
R^RT,TT gfRf^RfeRRTTt fRRTTp^Rf ^ RRR 4, obldl=b<i PcRdPlRIdAI, 
R^TR RR1R "3JR, 2012 4 RRRT RR£ RRRRT RRR RTt R| RT l) 

(R) “RRtaRMRRRRfRRR Pc^dPcIRIdR RR^R” RT RTRR RMRT ‘ HMdlMIkl PlPbcRI 3#RT’ RR <£ R[R RTR (2) R) 
RRTTRRfRR, ^^?[^3Tf?rggMR:3fkRR^RRfRRgfRfe^RRqMR7 , M41obJ | J|^fRg;R%gR , 31R^RRRTR 
(3) ^ RR Tf RRfRR, Rl 3RRrfR PdHPdPsId 3RR:TRTfgR fRRR RRRT, RRfcT:- 


“RRR7 3TfR i)P^rRd/RFRT3TfR 
RRff) ( RqfR RR 7R) IIR ) ” 


“rirrt sflR) APsPhh (g>i4ob)dT41)” 


RRR)/RRRR (gTjfRRR tr)rr) 

(RRRRT HMdiyikl PRpobcRI 31#T RRft Rfq RR ddldg MRRT Rit^R, 
RRJ7, RRffeR), Tf gfqf^R fRiR RT 3% fRRTp^RT ^ RRR TRftR RTR) 
RRTRR fRRR fRRRfRRTRR, '^ r RjR RRTR Rf, 2012 t) RRRT RR^ RRRR 
RRR Rf) R^ Rf I) 

rrr) (gii4ob)dT41) 


(RRRRIRPRRigTRI PdPbcRI 3T^dT RfR) RfRRR RRIRTIRT RRR 44)obd 
RdPlR HddK, obdldob, Rgfqf^RTfRTRRnTt fRRTf^Rf ^RRR4, RR1 r 
RTR) RRTRR iRRR PdlMPdRIdR#^, ^RIR R^, 2012 4 3TRRT RR^ 
RRRRT RRR Rf) R^ 'ff l) 

(R ) ‘‘R^RRJ RRTRR fRRR fRqRfRRTRTR, RTfRRT, RRRPR” ^ RTRR ^MrT ‘RFRdTgTR MRuRT 33#T [3TR ^ RTR RTR 
(2) RTRRTfRRfRcr] ^ 3RFfR STfdR gfRfe 3fft R7RT RRfRR gfM^^ RTR RMRT ‘RRIrRR ^ %tt R^gnj’ [SR R) 
RIR RTR ( 3 ) ^ RR 4 RRf>fa] ^ 3 Rr4cT PdHPdP^d 3RR:RTrfRcT %RT WRRT, RRfR:- 
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_( 2 )_ 

“RRR RTR ipStfiR (Rtf, TR, #T 


‘ ‘ ERRTR faRR Tf ” 


“rrrrtr iklPud (^f^ftER/)P=R)dl'dl) 


“^I^3TFFT) ^inHH (RERT 
«R)” 


“TTFFST 3TFF ( 3M Tlf^t 
^fETIRTEt) ” 


‘ ‘ EPRT 3RR ( 3#«T TR 

f^RR)” 


“RREIRTR i)^nHHATFRT3TnT 
TEffi (%TRfERR)” 


“TTFFST 3TFF(RRR A^PlR)” 


_(3)_ 

EE Rt (Rp Rp RR) 

(er re HMdmiki Mere sr^rr erP Efc re r° eftecr ere 

MeR ETER ER 3RERR E^, RrfEE, HEKIR, 3 EfEfRE fERRT t! 
pRErf^EFEpREETi, H*KIR WIREfRRR pERjf^RE, ErfEE, HsJRIR 
RRREt 2012 3 EERT REFEREE ERE EpE^ l) 

RpR 

(EREEHMdiyiki P¥ertt E^rgRil eP<ee e° reeer ere A^lEd 

ERPERE EREEREpR ErfEE, HRIIR, 3 EfMREfpRJ^^fl^nfafEf 
^EREEHRERWIEEfERR PEMPd£JldE, ErfEE, HRER c(c|IE re ; 
2012 3 EEE EEEP EEEE ERE Ef E^ RF I) 

eeeP (^ferr fERE/^ferrETEf) (^ferr fERE) ” (reee HiRdiyiR 
PePEcEI E#TRIEfEfEEER° cHHdEEERR iUl=M chT-rl'H TT^ 3 ^t4?TFT 
rPr ErfEE, hseer, 3 E%fREfEE t! f^rrM^f eP #i 3, eree 
ERER fERR fEElfEETEE, ErfEE, HRER REE RE, 2012 3 EERT 
EEEPEEEREREEfEf RT l) 

REEf (REE MfEE) 

(rrre HMdiyiki Mrett E#rttE[EfEERE° EEdEEEER Mee 

ERF-dER EREERHlPEE, HRER, ^Ef^REf^ETtfEErfspET 
RPERETp HRERRriEEfEERPwPcIEdAI, ErfEE, H^IER^IERE, 
2012 3 ere ee^ eeer ere eP e^ rt I) 

RITE (fEREf) 

(ERRE HMdiyiR PdPEcEl E#rEtEp Rf^ER^ EEdEE ERRMEET 
ET^ERE EREER^R HlPEE, HR1IR, 3 Ef^REf^RTTtfEErPapEr 
EP ERE 3, ERTEE RRR fERR Pd^Pd^ldR ErfEE, HRIIE RRTE 
^JE, 2012 t[ EERrEERPEERR ERR RffE^RT l) 

RE RE (ENf) 

(ERRE HMdiyiR PdPEcEl E^rRtEpEfEER -g\° EEdllE ERRMEET 
chip)RRE EREER^R, HlpHE, H^IER, ^Ef^EEfERETTtfERTrP^ 
^#1^, H^IERWIEEfEERpE^rE^lldE, ErfEE, H^KIR REKI ^JE, 
2012 3 EEEEEEPEEEEEREEffEf |) 

RE Rp/RE RE (3 r TET fERR) 

CER RE ERETTyTE MeETT R#T REP EfR ER ~S\° ERROR ERR tTEPert 
E l'pF'd PR EREER <#R, dlPEd), H^KIR, Tf EfRfREfRTTRTTtfERTfspRf 
^RRRTT, H^KIRWI^RfERRPd^Pd^ldil, RriRR, H^KIR <o|ki ^ 
2012 t[ RaiRTER^ R?RRTIRRRpEf 5>T l) 

TRT RR (RRRT R#jt) 

('ER RR RRRRRT MrETT 3[#r tuf\ R^ ER ^f° ERROR RRR TfRtRR 
chTPl'dER 3ppTER c^ ( HlPUch, H^KIR, ^Tf^REfeTTRTTtfERTfspRf 
H^KIRWI^fERRrwPd^ldR RriRR, H^KIR <°IKI ^T, 
2012 t[ EYER RRE EPt ^ tl l) 
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^ ^ M 3 %: 1 fe# MldilshH ^ PdM, SKd ^FftTTP^Tcn 5 3#t^q S[c#p£ IdU,#mt, f3R^3TO?Ml 

Hcflnlch{U| chwm-q|TTr | 

2.^-^4^^^^TTP^n^-HHi|M4=h Hcnnlcb<u|-^qt SFT^TTf SRTW^^T 3HlH<=ll4d : mRuIIH IRfe -HIvfdrH MIcWsbH 
3 <lfedl [H^ddl I 


pl. \ 12012/79/2012-^(^-11)] 
3nldl falldl, 31-41 nF4<=l 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health and Family Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 9th November, 2012 

S. 0.1232.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes the following 
further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, due to change of nomenclature of the qualification namely:— 

In the said Schedule— 

(a) against "Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala" under the heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification ' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:— 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


"Master of Surgery(General Surgery)" 


"Diploma in Otology & Laryngology" 


"Diploma in Orthopaedics" 


"Diploma in Gynaecology & Obstetrics" 


"Diploma in Medical Radio Therapy" 


MS (General Surgery) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect of 
the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

DUO 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect of 
the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

D. Ortho. 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect of 
the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

DGO 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect of 
the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

DMRT 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita VishwaVidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 
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(2) 

(3) 

"Diploma in Dermatology, Venreology & Leprosy" 

DDVL 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

"Diploma in Child Health" 

DCH 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

"Doctor of Medicine (Radio Diagnosis)" 

MD (Radio Diagnosis) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

"Diploma in Medical Radio Diagnosis" 

DMRD 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 

"Diploma in Opthalmology" 

DO 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Amrita Vishwa Vidyapeetham University, Kochi, Kerala in respect 
of the students being trained at Amrita School of Medicine, AIMS, 
Kochi on or after May, 2012. 


(b) against "Calicut University, Kerala" under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as 
column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter 
referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:— 


"Doctor of Medicine (Pathology)" 

MD (Pathology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Calicut University, Kerala in respect of the students being trained 
at Govt. Medical College, Thrissur, Kerala on or after June, 2012. 


(c) against "Rajiv Gandhi University of Health Sciences, Bangalore" under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' 
[hereinater referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 'Abbreviation for 
Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be insterted, namely:— 


"Doctors of Medicine/Master of Surgery 
(Obstetrics & Gynaecology)" 

MD/MS (OBG) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Rajiv Gandhi University of Health Sciences, Bangalore in respect 
of students being trained at Navodaya Medical College Raichur, 
Karnataka on or after May, 2012. 

"Doctor of Medicine(Pharmacology)" 

MD (Pharmacology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Rajiv Gandhi University of Health Sciences, Bangalore in respect of 
students being trained at Father Muller Medical College Mangalore, 
Karnataka on or after May, 2012. 










[*TFT II—3(ii) ] 


qroi TRT3T : 6, 2013/3JTW 15, 1935 


3201 


d) against "Maharasthtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra" under the heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification' [hereinater referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be insterted, namely:— 


(2) 

(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine(Dermatology, Venerology 

& Leprosy)" 

MD (DVL) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after May, 
2012. 

"Diploma in Anaesthesia" 

DA 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 


2012. 

'Doctor of Medicine (Radio Diagnosis/Radiology)" MD (Radio Diagnosis/Radiology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 


"Doctor of Medicine(General Medicine)" 

Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 
2012. 

MD(General Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 
2012. 

"Master of Surgery(Oto-Rhino-Laryngology)" 

MS(ENT) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 
2012. 

"Master of Surgery (Orthopaedics)" 

MS(Orthopadedics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 
2012. 

"Doctor of Medicine/Master of Surgery 

(Ophthalmology)" 

MD/MS (Ophthalmology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra 
in respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 
2012. 

"Master of Surgery(General Surgery)" 

MS (General Surgery) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik, Maharashtra in 
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respect of students being trained at Dr. Vasantarao Pawar Medical 
College & Research Centre, Nashik, Maharashtra on or after June, 2012. 
Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably result in 
stoppage of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 

[No. U. 12012/79/2012-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

dffOddT, 19 HdHl, 2012 

43M233_ ’4^4)4 T3T4T1T TRcffa M4 kT 313#qfwi, 1956 (1956 45T 102) 45) 41TT 11 45)44 41TT (2 ) 41TT444 

4rf4441 44 4414 453cT 4TT4)4 f4f44T31 4ft44 TT 47344f 45F1 ^ 44, ifddSKI 33441 <£ 414 f[ dddld ^ 451T4 444 33M444 47 ) 

444 33^4) 3 PfRfdfed 3flT T341144 444) f, 3181%; 

444 3tj^ 4l 3 - 

(43) ‘‘TraW5W^f47rFr4^4r4^ld4,^^’’^wi4'?M^ , HMdiyik1 PdPdiclHI 33#l’ [3344)414744(2)4)44 
^7T^fcl]^3TcPfcl3iR|H yfqfesftT 4K ^4+ NdPdi/d 4 )%ttt)^44’ [3344)434744(3) 

4) 74 3 T34f*fa[ 4) 3TcPin PdHPdRdd 374:T43f<J4 f434T 4n37ir, 3T«rfcT:— 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


‘ ‘ 4447 33T4 TTSlfTH ('44 TFT, 44 TFT 44 445 TOT) ” 


44 (4) 4) 44) 

(44443 HMdiyikl PdPdicTlI 33^414)4) 4f4 44 IMdiPd A-dldid 43f#5T, 
43151, TT4T4FT Tf 4f?lf3T4 f43tr Tt f^Trf44i 4 ) 7344 ff TT4T414 
341T«4 f44H PcUdPddlldd , Wp 345 ^ 2012 t 33443 544) M?^ncl 
4415 43)4^41) I 


(3sT) “ajNldldl Pd^diyld Pd^dPddlldd ^4(1 ”^TIR^‘HMdiyikl PdPdic4l 33t4l’ [334 4)415 744 (2) 4)45 
^T^4n]^3icF%3^Tff^fe3flT^TlTrTj4ftJ?T'3f4fe^^'?ffe ‘ y’dldiGl 4)%5T)%54’ [334 ^ 435TTTH ( 3 ) 
4) 45 f[ TT^4cT[ 4) 334^4 PdHPdRsId 334:T4rf54 f4341 ^nPTTT, 338lfcT:- 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


"51457 33143 A 41 PHd C^frvM) ” 5735) (MdM) 

(44 543 TRJdTTRT M4 kTH 3lt43 414) 4f5 44 514) M did 

43T#544 33373414 737414, yl’tl 4(1 t TfM^RT 4T Tt f^TrfW 4) 

73541 aft 4 mn1 Poi<4iMlci fwfew, ^trt 5irr 333)5, 2012 ft 
334415734)54415 5514 43)5^) 1 

Co) “5 dPHdHIg 41 473 ft) 3337 ftftdid PdiMPddlldd , %4t” 4) 73P34 ftlftdl ‘HMdiyikl PdPdicTlI 33t5j’ [3344)415 
TTT^T (2) 4)55ft335Pft5]5ft335ft5 33f?I4 yPdPt5 33)757371734f45 yPdPddft) ^ fthftfft 54)43351^ftffttrftftW [334 
4) 415 755 ( 3) 43 55 ft 735fft5] 4) 3tcFfrr PHHPdRdd 375:T4rftj5 %TT 4r573r, 334f5d- 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


41757 33T53 77ftr) ( 37fT4 715 f4514) 


"ftfd5T 33153 ftft)fT74 (PbPddldNl)” 


571573 (syfraTfrof^TTR) 

HMdl ¥RT PfPbcUl 33#T thfl T%ft 44ld>d diTPl'd, 

tt Trf^RT fer Tt f^rrfaM ^ tm?j t[ Tifiimif sir 

Pt^4pci^id4, fjirr 2012 33«m t/wtor 

45) ) I 

(PbPd4ldNl) 

431 HMdiyikl PlPhrUI 33#T fpf) 4^ Pd-bVdd! 441 did 

45f#4, fcTFleef# Tf TlfTTP^RT fetj Tt ^ TT44 3 4 cffFFRTf 

TJT of) 3TR 441 did Pd^dPddlldd, UTT 33^41, 2012 3344T 4T34) 
444144414 45)4^ ) 














































































































[RPT II—'3(ii) ] 


RIRT RR : RJRTf 6, 2013/RTRTR 15, 1935 


3203 


(■si) “RRnrtf^Rn^'gRTRftfRqRfRRnRR, tRr,RRTR tR M ^Rrq^'#fR7 , Hi'Rdiyiki Pdf^cRi 3 #tt’ [srRRrRRRTR 

(2) r^rr 3 RRf%] ^ 3 i^ 3 ifM 3 if 5 [fe 3 i ! k' 3 ^^sif«m yfar^RRRfHR*qqftRTRq^f^R^rqR’ [rr^ 

RTRqRR(3) R^RR3RRf%] ^ SRpfa fqJRfRfeR SRTRRrfqR feRT RORTT, 3T«rf^:- 


( 2 ) 

(3) 

“RHRTRTRRRffi (RRTRRRffr)” 

■Q3T R^T (RRRT RRpft) 

(RR R^F OMdiyikl fRfRRRT 3#RT RtR[ RfR RR ^Rlcff RTRfR 

rrr, RRT r^t A rMsir feq; rt it f^rrMqf ^ rrr A, wft fR^RiHR 

'gRlcff fRRRfRRRTRR, Yl3, R^R R^RT RRKT R| 2012 3 RRRT RRRl RRRTR 
RRHRlW) 


Cs) "qfqRRRRRqqRRSRfRRR f^f^FT, chM + ldr’^WFr^ftife'HMdiyikl P^r^hc-MI 3^Rr’ [srRRTRRRiR(2) RTRR 



A RRf%] Rl SRFfa STfdR qfsffe 3fk RRRf RRpRR 3lMR ^ R1R rMri 

‘ M^lcbRl <£ %tt [SR <£ R[R RTR (3) RT RR A RRp>fal R^ 

srf% (nnldRsid sRr:RTrfq?T %rt rtrttt, strIr:- 

(2) 

(3) 

“hrr< sflib rYI OrrIr Tci^h)’’ 

q?rq^r (ARifr Pr^h) 

(RRRcR HUdiyikl PrPRcRI 3#RT RRft Rfq RR RcpdH £)4)Rd =hT<rM 
R^RFT, Tf Rfqi%R %q; RT it fRRRTPYqt ^ RRR 3, RfRRR RRTRT RRTR?R 
fRRR fRRRfRRRTRTR, RpTdRRRT RRKT r|, 2012 A STRRT RRp£ RRR1R 
RRHRltR^) 

“ARTTRfRRFT A fekHlHl” 

Rtsfr 

(RRRcF HUdlUlkl PrPRcRI 3#RT RlRt Rfc RR R^RR A^lRd RR#R 
R^RTR, A RfqiftlR %q; RT Tt f^RlPYqf ^ RRR 3, Rf^RR RRM RR1RR 
fRWRf^f^RRR,R^RRRRl^RRlR^ 1994 Rf 2006 A RRFT Rff R^ ) 


“^R^affRtrstftR (Riy<lfij<=b R^Rd)” RR Rt (^fSRF f^A^dM!) 


“R1R2R 3RR3 ArIRh ( HHlpRpbcRl) ” 

(R^ q^ RTRRTRTR fRfRRRT 3#R1 ^RTt RfR R^ R^RR ^RfRRT RR#R 
R^RTR, A Rfqi%R %q; RT it fRRRTpsfRt ^ RRR Tf, Rf?RR RRTR RR1RR 
fRRFT fR^RfR^RlRR, RvtRRRRT ^RRT R|, 2012 ^ 3TRRT RR^ R^RIR 
RRRRtR^) 

RR R[ (RRrfRfRRFTT) 

(RRq=F HUdlSlIkl PdPhcRI 3#R1 RRlt RfR RR R^RH A^chd RR#R 
R^RTR, ^ Rfqi%R %q; RT it f^RT^Rf ^ RRR 3, RfqRR RRM RRTRR 
fRRR iR^RfR^RlRTR, RPlRfRRRl RRTR ST^RT, 2012 3 STRRT RR^ R^RTR 
RR1R Rpf R^) 


“^R^arfR'MftR (qiftfeR ArYrh)” rrR t (YIPr* ARtP rh) 


“RlReT3TTR?#SffRR (RFRRT^StfRR) ” 

(RR q^RTIRRl W fRfRRRl 3#R1 RTRt RfR RR R^RH ^RtR^T RR^R 
R^RTR, ^ RfqiftlR %q; R1 Tt fRRRrfW ^ RRR Tf, RfqRR RRM RRTRR 
fRRTR fRqRfRRRMR, RpTRRRRT RR1R R|, 2012 3 RRRT RR^ R^RTR 

rrhrtW) 

qqr r[ (rfrrt A^IIrh) 

(RR q^T RTRRT RTRT MRRRT 3#R1 RlRt RfR RR R^RTR #gtRTRl RR#R 
R^RFT, ^ qfqif^R %q; RT it fR^RT^Rt ^ RTRR 3, Rf?RR RRTR1RRTRR 
fRRFT fRqRfRRRMR, <+ld<4>ldl RR1R ^R, 2012 3 RRRT RR^ R^RIR 
RRR Rff R^) 
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_( 2 )_ 

“EPRE STfRERffi (ERRT ERff!) ” 


“ERSE 3ffT) tTsHtR (EMERIeER)” 


“EPEESITR A sIRhH (ERERTTStfER)” 


“ ^REE 3TRE TTStfER/EPRE 3TEF ERff! 
(Tg%t^ EEt TFTfERR) ” 


“ ^REE 3TFF TfSlfER ('ETRRER) ” 


(3) _ 

TTUTT^I (ERERERfEt) 

HMdiyikl MTkTTI sr#Tfpf[^^^a ftFuidldl A^ldid 
dfRH ®rtet, tt Tf^RT ferr ett e! ^ ere 3, mPwh wm 

ERE®! fERR f^f^RRR, cQddddl ^EET Ep, 2012 3 R«RT ^3ERl 
RREERREflEl) 

RE (R1R ER fERR) 

(R^-qp HMdiyikl PdPcbcEll 3E#TEtRlEfE RE ERECT UpEHdldl A^ldid 
chim'd ERECT, t[-J ff^R RT Tt PcpAHP^Ef e£ reN f[, MPWH erir 
ERIE®! 1RRR f^EpRIRR, cQddddl ^ITT EJR, 2012 3 R8RT 3ER) 
RRTR ERR Til) 

RE 'St (ERER MfER) 

(RRER HMdlSJIkl PdPchrUI R^TRFflRfEER ERECT UpEMdldl A^ldid 
RTRTET ERECT, 3 RfRfRET feR EfT Et Pd<A|ir2Hf^^Rf?J^, MPWH ertr 
E 5TE®T ftRR faRjfETRRTRR, cQddddl REnET EJR, 2012 3 RSRT ^3ERl 

ERER EIRE RcIrI) 

RERl/RE RET ( 3TT Rt Eft ) 

(RRRE HMdiyikl PdPchrUI RftRRftftRfftRR ERECT UpEMdldl A^ldid 
chim'd ERECT, Tf EfRf^E %R ETT Et Pd^dlP^Rf Eft ERR 3, EfRER eptrt 
ERE®! iRRR fRRfETRRTRET, RpTERTIcTT REET EJR, 2012 3 3RRT RREft 
ERER ERE Rft r|) 

RERl (ETETRER) 

(RR TpbHMdl W PdPchrUI EftcTT Rftft Rfft Rf nj^dd UUbK %SRTR 
EftERTET EftRRT f[ Rf^R %R Et Pd^lP^Rf R ETEfR Tp Mp>x|q 
EETET EEJTE®T iRRR Pd^Fd^Idd, 'RRTRTdT RETET Et 2012 3 3TEET 

REEftERETERREEfftEl) 


ETEl Eft ^tkrt f[ RR : 1 fERtft EH I vdftdt MlddshH Hl-Mdl 5 EE?Eft 3TfkETcEf 3TEfE^fERREft, fEET^ RECTE 

REfECT ddldldiGi ETEETET E^ET I 

2. EE-7ER-4 ft EETftf^E ERRT Eft EEER^R HdUl + Ri ;gR?ft 3ETRT ft 3ECTEET RE ER EPdcjldd: MpRIlH ERfEE ERcRtcE 
MlddRH ft dlPtsTdl ETRETETEftEEft PiRddl I 

[ET°\° 12012/78/2012-TETf (Et-II)] 
3Ef[RrfRTRl, SREElfRE 


New Delhi, the 19th November, 2012 

S.O. 1233. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, due to change of nomenclature of the qualification 
namely :- 

In the said Schedule- 


(a) against "Rajasthan University of Health Sciences, Jaipur" under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' 
[hereinafter referred to as column (2) ], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 
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(2)(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Dermatology, Venerology MD(DVL) 

& Leprosy)" (This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 

Rajasthan University of Health Sciences, Jaipur in respect of 
students being trained at Govt. Medical College, Kota, Rajasthan 
on or after June, 2012.) 

(b) against "Sri Balaji Vidyapeeth University, Puducherry" under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' 
[hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:- 

< 2 > ( 3 ) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Pathology)" MD(Pathology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Sri Balaji Vidyapeeth University Puducherry in respect of students 
being trained at Mahatma Gandhi Medical College, & Research 
Institute, Pondicherry on or after April 2012.) 

(c) against "The Tamil Nadu, Dr. MGR Medical University, Chennai" under the heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely 

( 2 ) ( 3 ) 

"Master of Surgery (Orthopaedics)" MS(Orthopaedeics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
The Tamil Nadu Dr. MGR Medical University Chennai in respect 
of students being trained at Stanley Medical College, Chennai on 
or after April, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Physiology)" MD(Physiology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
The Tamil Nadu Dr. MGR Medical University Chennai in respect 
of students being trained at Tirunelveli Medical College, Tirunelveli 
on or after April, 2012.) 

(i) against "Swami Vivekanand Subharti University, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh" under the heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:- 
(2 > ( 3 ) 

"Master of Surgery (General Surgery)" MS(General Surgery) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Swami Vivekanand Subharti University Meerut, Uttar Pradesh in 
respect of students being trained at Subharti Medical College, 
Meerut, Uttar Pradesh on or after May, 2012.) 

(j) against "West Bengal University, of Health Sciences, Kolkata" under the heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely 

(2 > gj 

"Master of Surgery (Ophthalmology)" MS(Ophthalmology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan on 
or after May, 2012.) 

"Diploma in Ophthalmology" DO 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan from 
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(2) 

(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Community Medicine)" 

1994 to 2006.) 

MD(Community Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan on 
or after May, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Psychiatry)" 

MD(Psychiatry) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan on 
or after April, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Forensic Medicine)" 

MD(Forensic Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan on 
or after May, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (General Medicine)" 

MD(General Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Burdwan Medical College, Burdwan on 
or after June, 2012.) 

"Master of Surgery (General Surgery)" 

MS(General Surgery) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Bankura Sammilani Medical College, 
Bankura on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Paediatrics)" 

MD(Paediatrics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Bankura Sammilani Medical College, 
Bankura Sammilani on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (General Medicine)" 

MD(General Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Bankura Sammilani Medical College, 
Bankura on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine/Master of Surgery 

MD/MS(OBG) 

(Obstetrics & Gynaecology)" 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Bankura Sammilani Medical College, 
Bankura on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Anaesthesia)" 

MD(Anaesthesia) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata in respect of 
students being trained at Nilratan Sircar Medical College, Kolkata 
on or after May, 2012.) 
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Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably result in stoppage 
of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 

[No. U. 12012/78/2012-ME(P-n)] 
ANITATR1PATHI, Under Secy. 

F?fFFFTT, 2 2013 

FTT^ 1234 — 4^4 FUbK, faPbcHI SlfafWT, 1956 (1956 FIT102) Fit W 11 FtTfF-FFT (2) SKI 944 

FTfFFFTFF WTFTT^fF FFFfF P^RkcFI FftFFTf WRf FFTTfT FTF FFF srfsrfwr^t ^ appjxft if pHHfdRsId #7 

TTFTTFF "^oTcft % 'THTcT: 


FFF 3FjqFf if- 

(FT) HIfP^cK fFFFf^RFF, *irdHI-3TKTrFrr, s?PF-Huh”fTtTFFT ‘HMdiyiki PfPFcFI 3#FT’ [^FrFTaTFTFFFFr 

(2)FT FFTfTTFP’falFT 37cl^FTHFTN4l4FU|i£f^TftSR’ 3TTF FTTFFT (3) ^ FF 3 FFP^F] 3FFfa 
affFFyM^3^^FTfFFfFF ypFP^FTFPfRfFrfeF arFTFFrfqFfFiFrFTFFr, aiFf^:- 
(2) (3) 


3TFF iT^PFH/FFFT 3TPF 
TUffT (0.HIJ41)” 


“FIFFT3TPF i^lPFH 
«H)” 


STFFTTStfTFT 
(FFrfF4fFTFT) ” 




“ffft 3TPT7 C5Rjf% sffrwl 
TFT)” 


FFFT/FF FTT (0.HI4T41) 

(F^F)*T HMdiyiki PFpcbcFI 3#cntFfT'3RiT§'FF°FF 0 3TFjf%R 3?F 
3fjffr Ftfr, 3?i^iTn if Trf^rf^TcT ft t! f^nfsFrf f) fff 3, 

H^iyjpy HI^cR P4J>4po|4lld4, HydHI 3FFTFn, ^fFTMT £FT FJF, 2012 

FF^T (^FfeF^TfrR) 

(F^FTF FMdiyiki PFpcbcFI 3#FT tpfT FF F?FF°FF 0 3TPjf%R 3?F 

3FJFFR fFFFT, 3FF1FTT if fM^TF %F "FT Tt fFFTfsFTT FT TTFF if, 

H^iyjpy hi^cr PpmP=i 4 i i< 44, HydHi sr^irn, nftFMT'giF^r, 2012 
■FsTSTFT FF^ FFFTF FFFT FlT F^ FTl) 

fffT (F^frsifFFT) 

(FFFTF HMdiyiki PFpcbcFI 3#FT tpfT FF FFW'TP 0 3TT^f%R 3?F 
3FJFFR f^FFT, aFFiFrr if 'yf^ra %f ft Tt fFFTfsfFr fT tiff 3, 

H^iyjpy HI^cR P4J>4po|4lld4, HydHI 3FF1FT, IlftFMT'gFU^F, 2012 
3 3TSTFT FFFi FFFTF FFR fPT F^ tT l) 

fTf; 

(FF'FTF HMdiyiki PFpcbcFI 3#FT tpfT FF FF FF°FF° 3TFjfFFR afF 
3FJTfFR fFFFT, 3FF1FT if Ff^TF %F FT Tt fFFnfaFrf FI FFF if, 
H^iyjpy HI^cR PcHMpc|4lld4, HrdHI 3FFTFT, ^Piyi'JIIFRT^F, 2012 
TfaiFFT FF^FFFRT'yFFTFfTF^tn) 

FFFTT (3TT fTfT) 

(FFF^ FFFFTFIki PFpcbcFI 3#FT tpfT FF FFFF°FF 0 3TT^f%R afF 
aT^TTFR fFFFT, aFFTTTT Tf FfFT%F %F ^ Tt fFFnfsFrf ^ TRF 3, 

H^iyjpy HI^cR P=H>4po|4lld4, HydHI aFFTFIT, ^ftFMT'gFU^T, 2012 
FFFRT FFR FfT Ff FTl) 
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( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


“RRR 3TFF (yWM 


3TRF 44)Rd/9>HRldMl’’ 




“ 3 kdRl Rl 3Tf4ft’’ 


‘ ‘ 3qro TTsIftH( rut 

tetRrft)” 


‘‘rur3tpt iRYod 
(HisRYidldMl) ” 


‘ ‘ RRTR 3TFF TTSlftH ( % WRH ) ” 


“RRTR3TPF RsYud 

OftR* A^iron)” 


TRUR (WTRITT^fl) 

(RR TRFT HMdiyikl RRcOI 3#?TT fpft ^R ^TTTfoTrqo 3TRjf%FT Yr 
3TJRRFT fRRRT, STHIdl 3 RtR RT Tt Rra#fRT R RTRR R 

H^idsfy oidRwR rrRriurt, t^dni ^hmi, Rtrutt urr^r, 2012 
TfRRRT 

trtrI (y->Hkidl41) 

(Rf T=F) HMdWIkl PdRcRI 3#RT fRft ^TR RRTRT°TRT° 3TRjf%TR YR 
3TJRRRT fRRRT, ^Hldl 3 RfRf^TR ferr RT Tt fRRTfsfRT ^ RRR 3, 
HldRw fRTRfRRUTR, tjrdldl 3THMI, RftRTRT£RT^T, 2012 
TfsRRrr RR^RRRRT'yRRRWRn) 

TRTTRT (Rfs-iR 41 cRH) 

(RR TRF HMdmikl RffoRTT 3#RT fRft ^TR RR TRT°TTrT° 3TRjf%FT YR 
3RJRRFT 1%^rFT, 31Hldl 3 RRlf^TR RT Tt fRRI#fRr ^ RRR 3, 
H^ldsfy HldRw 1%RRfRRTUTR, tjrdldl 3THMI, RftRTRT£RT^T, 2012 
■ffRRRr RRRiRRRRTRRRRWRri) 

Rt° aTf«ff° 

(RR TT^T HMdiyikl RffoRTT 3#RT fRTt ^TR RR TRT°TRT° 3TRjf%FT afR 
3TJRRRT fRRFT, 3THMI 3 31%%?! RT Tt ■ferrfW ^ RRR 3, 
H^ldsfy HI-Y^cR IYrYtRUTR, (lrdHI 3RRUTT, ^R<M|U|| £RT 3#R, 
2011 ^ 3TST^T RRRTRRRRTRRFTRflR^Rri) 

TRT Rt (RUT TFT fRRR) 

(RR HMdiyikl RffeRTT 3#RT fRft ^TR RRTRTTRT 0 3TRjf%FT afR 

3tjrrrt fRRFT, aiHidi 3 ■yftrfSR fer rt Tt faaiM ^ rrr 3, 
H^ldsfy HlYY<=K lYRjfRRTUTR, ^rdldl aRRIdl, ^R<M|U|| 5 JRT Rife, 
2011 ^ 3 TST^T RR^RRRRTRRRRflRf RTl) 

trtr( (hi^<*mi4mT41) 

(RR^ HMdWIkl RlRrOI 3T^dT '^Rfl RWRR°RR° 3TT^f%R 3?R 
3j^gETR f^RRi, 3RRun t[ -yRrRm Rr; r| fRwRRrf R R 
H^ldjfy HldT^cR R^R^JIdd, Hrdldl 3RRRJT, ^Rdiuil UTT^T, 2012 
^srsrar RuR-cuRRi'y^RRI'^tri) 

TRT^I (RsTTFIRH) 

HMdiyikl PdRcOI 3#n RR -qTRqTTo 3TT^f%R afR 
3 J 3 RRR fR^m, 3RRun ^ -yRiRpT fer t! fRwfsRrf R 
H^ldjfy HldT^cR rcH>dR^lldd, Hrdldl SRRRn, ^fRMT^Rr^T, 2012 
^srzrar ^eR'qTRRT'y^RRfi'^tri) 

TRT^I (RRRl* 44inHd) 

(Rf HMdiyiki RRrOi 3#m RR ^ ^ truor 0 an^f%R afk 
sgRRPT Rrr, aiHidi tt ■yRrRpr Rtr ^tt r| fRwRRrf R tt, 
H^ldsfy Hld) F ^cK R^ciR^Idd, tjrdldl 31Hldl, RRunIRT^T, 2012 
Tf31?lRT ^RR-q^RT-g^pr^T^fri) 
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( 2 ) 


(3) 


A^IHhh (oy<iAi Mfin) 

(yy<N A^irm)” (^13^ HMdWIkl MTkRT 37#cn -^Fft ^ T3Tr°T3TT° 3TFjf%FT #t 

sr^gKTR fsr^TFT, 3 rM§rt fer Tt fenfsftt ^ 3, 

HldT^cR HrdHI SFTIFn, ^RHTTSKl^T, 2012 

3smT tfi) 

‘‘Rte3TPT A-SIPtH RR5) (¥^4ldNlAfeTt f^R) ” 

(^r^dNlAfeTTf^R) ” (^^TTPTWrgraM^TT 3#m ^ ^ ^ TRTRR 0 3TPjf%rP 3^R 

3FJfiRFT faTR, SIHIdl 3 RfRf3FT %R Tt fenfspri ^ R^TR 3, 
F^rafh m^cuf^rf^n^rq, t^dni 3 ihmi, ifFrun rr 2012 
■ffsrs^jr ^a^-q^rRT-^R^^tri) 

%r feq4: 1 Hid^TK MiddsbH^rdifwlcbrd 5^^3#RKirT3i^^f^trfTt ) 1%ra^^^chl ^-O^n^ft wotIY i 

2 . ^t-rkt 4 3 sFrf^m spprn: ttf^rti ^r wt w: r# wi ^ 3wi Tb#Ri ttr^r 

MI64*Hi^ rHJMc||<^q^<irydl^tr^TTTim 


pFT°\° 12012/86/2012-T33l|C^-II)] 

3rfwrf^qrst', spRHfRR 


New Delhi, the 2nd January, 2013 

S.O. 1234.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(2) of the section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, due to change of nomenclature of the qualification 
namely:— 

In the said Schedule— 


(a) against "Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana" under heading 'Recognised Medical 
Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely;— 

(2) (3) 

"Doctor of Medicine/Master of Surgery (Anatomy)" MD/MS (Anatomy) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Respiratory Medicine)" MD (Respiratory Medicine)" 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Anaesthesia)" MD (Anaesthesia) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Diploma in Anaesthesia" DA 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 





















































3210 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 6, 2013/ASHADHA15,1935 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


(2) 

(3) 

"Master of Surgery (Obstatrics & Gynaecology)" 

MS (OBG) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Master of Surgery (General Surgery)" 

MS (General Surgery) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Pharmacology)" 

MD (Pharmacology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Master of Surgery (Orthopaedics)" 

MS (Orthopaedics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Diploma in (Orthopaedics)" 

D. Ortho. 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after April, 2011.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Paediatrics)" 

MD (Paediatrics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after April, 2011.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Microbiology)" 

MD (Microbiology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Biochemistry)" 

MD (Biochemistry) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Forensic Medicine)" 

MD (Forensic Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 
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(2)(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Community Medicine)" MD (Community Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Radiology/Radiodiagnosis)" MD (Radiology/Radiodiagnosis) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana-Ambala, Haryana 
in respect of students being trained at M.M. Institute of Medical 
Sciences & Research, Ambala on or after June, 2012.) 

Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably result in stoppage 
of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 

[No. U. 12012/86/2012-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

23 TWt, 2013 

1235 —'TOdfa Pdf+oHI 1956 (1956 102) 11 (2) 

JFTFT fT TOR, HRcffa Rfw Tf WUf IRK6KI ^RT 3##RPJ ^ SFpjxft f[ PdHPdRsId 3fR 

’TFRT: 

; HipHch <£ sfk HMdiyiki PdPcbcHI (2) if RSJT 

^ arcHfcT 3jfRTT#lfe” (3) 3 W^ 

STT'fcTRW&^ifSRT ypoir^^ PHHPdRsId TPf SRtftfeRRJTT, RPTcT: 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


“TORT 3TO f)4inHd (Hl^l4|iildMl)” (RI^WPTRtuft) 

(^^ 2012 ^ 31^^ 3TT^f%RtTF«TR, 

RRJT, Wjff 

fsRTR PwPcHlldil, HlpHd) ^KT Pdl+d PcbifRFTqj HMdWIkl PdPcbcHI 
3TtRlf (fplt) I 

^PTt ^ 3 ite 1. Hlo=bld< Mld4<*H^%Tydd QjhI HMdl 5 3 #RkPT 3Rlf?4 %tt tPTp iRTOi^qTRT^RFr 

TTRURRl dvldldl TtbU 


2. TtRSTFlf^RT HMdl TORTTITST^Tf SlRUd T^'RT 3iPd<4l4d: mRu||H 

RT Hlcfcldl Tf cjfeRT sR if Pd^ll I 

[TT°^° 12012/4/2013-TT| (Mt-II)] 
3TTtcTTf^rqTRj, 


New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2013 


S.O. 1235.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(2) of the section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely:— 


In the said Schedule— 


(a) against "Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik" the under heading ’Recognised Medical 
Qualification’ [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
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heading ’Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely;— 

(2) 

(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Microbiology)" 

MD (Microbiology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik in respect of 
students being trained at Maharasthra Institute of Medical Sciences 
& Research, Latur, Maharashtra on or after June, 2012.) 


Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 


2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably result in 
stoppage of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 

[No. U. 12012/4/2013 -ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

23 2013 

1236 —'HRdk fafaieHl SlfsrfWT, 1956 (1956 TO102) «TO 11 TOT (2) SKI JKxl ^lRkl4iTPtFT 
tor! fij tor, tortPt Mtoto -qftr^ ti wref toto irkski tor srfsrfwr to! wr tojrjrI ff fTRfufro sfk wfto 
TOcftt 


TOTR: 

‘‘'qf^^TOfTOR^f^W ; Trc|^c|rc|^ld4 , <=bld<=bldl”^orR3fpOMdl!Jlki f^fTOUl 3 ^RT”?Mr 7 [^TOiTORTOTOT (2) 
4TOTTOf4R]‘‘3TOfR^f4fe M ‘‘TOflTOFr4)fro;RlfTORTOT” RRTOiTO?TOTOT (3) 44) SRpfa 

TORTTOffTO yfctr^Tf rdPH^fed TOT f*4l TOUUTT, TORI: 


(2)(3) 

“^te3TRFTr^tfTOT (4§tal4pRT)” T3JT°^1° ( ^#TOJpRT) 

(TO M, 2011 4 3RTOT TORp ®ITR TOJTOTT TOlTOT TOtTOR TO#5T, 

tortort 3 ttMto fro ;to Tt f^mfsPrr ^ Rum 3 totirt rtofto 

PMH fcUMf4£lld4, TOdTOdl SKI WlTOI fTOTTOTTOTOTOTTOR MTOFtT 
TOR) ■fRTt) I 

to! #t 4 %: i. frort Hir=b1d< rttotot ^ fro; jjrrr %fr Tnrorr 5 to! to! 3#totrr 3r#i fro; 4Fft, froiR) tortr 

RRTTO RTOTOTTOT TO4HI TOpiri 

2. TO-TO5 4 Tf ^TTOTfTO TOTOT RT TOTTO-fe RTOTOFTOT TOM TOT^T 3 3TTORR TRR TO 3tfdc|l4d ''ift'TOT 
RTRfTO RTOTORR TOTOTOT t[ ^rfeTO TO TOFT ^ Rr fror^rt i 

[TO\° 12012/1/2013-TRf (41-11)] 
3RfPirfTOl4l, TORRTfRR 


New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2013 

S.O. 1236.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section(2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely:— 

In the said Schedule— 


(a) against "West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata" under the heading ’Recognised Medical 
Qualification’ [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
heading ’Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 
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( 2 ) 


(3) 


"Doctor of Medicine (Paediatrics)" MD (Paediatrics) 


(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
"West Bengal University of Health Sciences, Kolkata" in respect 
of students being trained at Calcutta National Medical College, 
Kolkata on or after May, 2011.) 

Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause 4 shall invariably result in 
stoppage of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 

[No.U. 12012/1/2013-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

12TOTt, 2013 

1237 —'HRdk faf+cHI mP<*R srfsrfwr, 1956 (1956 ^1102) ^ W 11 W (2) SKI iflPkPfi ^'SPtFT 
RRT fT ^ FTRRTF, Wfa MRoR irf^R Tl WUf RTR IRRSKI RW srfsrfWT SFpjEft 3 Pi HPd Phi d 3?k 

RWWT3PJFj4 3‘ , iTRqRmR M^RFIT [^Fp£ RR RTRR (2) Tf ] ^ 3RPfa “RfecT RFf FRR2R 

f^RTR fTTSffejTFFI, <)Sd=b, ^R-4|U|| WFf “TRfaTRrfRT FlP^RT RR ” [fFRi RR RTRR ( 3 ) 3] RhfRRi 3Hd4d PdHPdPGd 
RTF ^dPcfRfeRrRTFTT, RFR: 


_(2)_(3)_ 

“^ERR 3ffr ifStfFR 3ftFRRRF 3qTRFRfT[ M 

2012 if RRRT RFRf) RR RpScT #> #> RRf ifHlfFI, 

TRRR, ^P<4I»II 3 rM^R RT Ft iR^TpsfRF Ri FTRT 3 RpSR RfRl. 
RRf FRTF«RfRRR Pd^oir4^ld4,fR?R7, ffFRRTTRRT PdlRd fRRRFF RF 

HMdmiR PdPbcRI SRdf fpft) I 

3fTR iUYFH 3fR#ERR 3TTRTRff(” RR.RpRpRFr 

(R? dc|UK, 2012 Tf RRRT TFT^ RR, H^KNI 3TRFR i)4l=M RUN, 
3TRRT, %FT1F, ?fttpi ff Rf^R fRR RT Ft fejTpsfRF ^ FTRR t Rfel 
RpRp RRlf FRFRR fRRR fsRRfRUMR, FRRR, ItfFRRTT RIFT wldjd 
RR RF RRRTRTR PdPbcRI SRcrf RFft) I 

[FRf 12012/83/2012-^ (Rt-II)] 
3T%rfRTR(, SFRFFlfRR 


New Delhi, the 12th February, 2013 

S.O. 1237.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments due to change of affiliating university in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely:— 

In the said First Schedule against "Pt. B.D. Sharma University of Health Sciences, Rohtak, Haryana" under the 
heading 'Recognized Medical Qualification' [in column (2)] before the first entry and entry relating thereto the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration" [in column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:— 


( 2 ) 

Bachelor of Medicine and 
Bachelor of Surgery 


Bachelor of Medicine and 


(3) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted by 
Pt. B.D. Sharma University of Health Sciences Rohtak, Haryana in 
respect of students being trained at Pt. B.D. Sharma PGIMS, Rohtak 
Haryana on or after November, 2012.) 

M.B.B.S. 
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(2) 

(3) 

Bachelor of Surgery 

(This shall be recognized medical qualification when granted by 
Pt. B.D. Sharma University of Health Sciences Rohtak, Haryana in 
respect of students being trained at Maharaja Agarsen Medical 
College, Agroha, Hissar, Haryana on or after November, 2012. 


[No. U.12012/83/2012-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

22 'WTO, 2013 


1238 —3K=bK M^333TSjfferfWT, 1956 ( 1956 102) ^ ?TRT 11 (2) S33T3R3r 

WfaP^forHI MRtK^WRf^^stT^, IRI^RI «Kd|o| ^ =hl<u| icW 33f¥W3 

^ T?eft 3PJ3Jj4t 3 FdHfdRsId sfk TUTT^n ^GCcft t, ajarf^: 

33335 ^ 3 - 

(^) WK^rf^TR WFl'#>fe , HMdiyik1 M3R33T 33^313’ [33*1 33P3 (2) <£ 

3^JTf3Rf>fa] 333Ff3T 33f3F3 yP^^d 3fR^3333133#33T M^lcbJUi ^%TT^r^TJr’ 

33W ( 3) ^ 3^3 Tf 33^f>fa] ^ 3TcFt?f PdHPdRdd 333T: TSTTpRl f^TT WQTTT, 33«lf3T:- 

(2) (3) 


“RTK3 33TF 33^31” (3TfaifL|4lcHH) T3J3T33 (33Uf)iklcHH) 

(^■T^HMdiyikl PlPbcOI 3t^dl ’dR^'TFT.^.T!. 331R4 331^1 Id 

333«TR RFIJt, T35T3TR 3 xff^f^ %TT RT 3t felrfW ^ 3U??3 3 R^RTR 
TTTPHJ f^TR pTMfddJIdd, Rrf3R3, 3JT3T 2012 3 33«Urr ^33f£ Wmf{ 
I 

(31) “^RFR fcUMrcHIIdd, 3M33r ,, ^33mR'#fe , TTPTd3TRTM^K33T33#r (33^^^R33T^3 (2) ^3^33^30 ^ 
33cFk 33%R yP4p<i3ft3^3J313Rp?J3T yrdfe^^rR'^fe'M'dlchlui ^%TT3mW’ ( 33W ^ ^TR 33W (3)^?^^ 
3Rf%) ^ 333Ff3T jdHPdRsId 3331: 3STrfq3T %TT WQTTl, 33«lfd:- 

(2) (3) 


“^5R33 33TT) Trs[f3R 3J3 ^ ( HL*Hl4ldl41) 

(HLsbHMldMl)” 33^3 HMdWIkl MTk 331 33^dT tpfl ^T?"T33. Tit. °ft. A^ldid 

3fTRR, ^7^3, 3M33T^3ff^^f^RT3tfeTrfW^3M?3T[^333 
f^feTRFT, 33TSt33T, URTRC 2012 ^ 33^^33^'q?RR3RR^ : lR|) I 

(R) “fsTsFR PwPc(£lld4, ^#1, R»3 31^” ^ 3303^ ‘ HI-MdiyPH f^lcGI 33#T’ [3P3 ^TR 33T4 (2) 3^3 3 

33^f»fa] ^ 333Pt3T 33f3F3 y Pc| pfc<d 3ff3OT£r3Wfa3T yP4p4^ ' M'dl^ui ^fRTT33^m’ [33*1 ^ *Hc[ 33P3 ( 3) ^ 

3R t[ 33^31] ^ 333Fk PdHPdRdd 3331: 3®3rfq3T fe^TT ^RJIT, 33«lf3T:- 


_( 2 )_ 

“T3PR3 33TO33^3[ (3Rjf3T 3^ 35(t 3PT) ” 


“^RK3 33TRTTSlf3H (fM^RWf^RP) ” 


(3) 

3)3 T33 (3TT 

RR13TIW3T fRfe333T 33#T 3^3TF3^ 

P)4l=bd d>UH ^#T, -q«3 T^T 3 3f%P^3T %T Rl 3t f^STlfs^Tf ^ 
3RPJTp f^RT PUcjP^ldAI, R^pl, T3S33[^r, U3T PodHl, 2012 ^ 33«M 
333^3T3R¥3R37W) I 
3)3 ^ (PdPdHui/r^uif^R) 

(^TT^ OMdlMIkl f¥^3331 33#T tpfl ^ ^ 3431HH14H dlM^idR^f 
^3#3T, ^# 3 , R«3 31^1 3 xfM^Rj ferr R3 3t felrfafclf ^ 
3M?3^, f^RT rd^Pd^lldil, T3«33I^r, ^333 PudHl 2012 $ 33«M 


















































































































[RPT II—3(ii) ] 


RTRT RR RRRR : RjRTlf 6, 2013/RTRTR 15, 1935 


3215 


_( 2 )_ 

“RRRT 3flRTRRffi (^T5T RR fRRR) ” 


“RfRRT 3RR (■Rlf^fRraTeM) ” 


“rirri arm? ArIRh (wifeTeM)” 


‘' RTRRT 3TFF TTStfRR ( ^RFRffRt) ” 


“rirri: 3tff RRfRR (r4tir 
f^TR, Tfrrsr tiR fRRR rr rrr ttr) ’ ’ 


“rjrri rpr A-^IRtR (wurt^ir)” 


“RRT 3TfRR5ffi (aiRTirt^ ^fTRRM) 


“rjrri rrf ArIHtH (rrrtirIrrr, 

^RRfRRR, RRRRRTfR)’’ 


(3) _ 

RR RR (% TR f5RR) 

(RRRR HIRdRIR MrRTI R#T RFrI' RfR RR 
TRtRR rr#r r?r r^r 3 rM^ir %r RT Tt fRRrrfsfRF R 
RRR^, fRsRR [R^f^ldR, WSI^I, R1R PRdHl, 2012 3 3RRT 
RR^RRRRTRRRRTtRf) I 

RRR( (HIS*MRTdl41) 

(RRRRi HIRdRIR MRkRT 3#TT RRft R^ RR RRf 

MRR RTRR, R^FT, R*R R^T Tf rM^RT %R Tt fRRTrf^RF ^ 
RRRTf, fRRRT f^R^RR, R^tR, R1R PRdHl, 2012 3 3RRT 

RR^RRRlRRRRRTtR^) I 

RR^( (RRfRTRRft) 

(RRRRT HIRdRIR MRkRT 3R>RT RRtI' RfR RR dlMRdRRf 

MRR RTRR, RR RRR 3 rM^R %R RT Tt fRRTWRT RT 
RRR^, iRRR f^RfRURR, R^lR R»TRRR, R1R pHdHl, 2012 ^ RRRT 
RR^RRRIRRRRRi'R^) I 

RRRt (^RIrM) 

(RRRRT HIRdRIR MRRRT 3#R RRft RfR RR TRRRMR dlMRd RRf 
MRR RT#R, R^FT, R«1 RRR 3 rM^FT fRR RT Tt fRRTrP^RF ^ 
RRRTf, iRRR f^RfRURR, R^tR R^RR^R, RR pHdHl, 2012 ^ RRRT 
RR^RRRIRRRRRtR^) I 

RRRt (RtRtRR) 

(RRRR HIRdRIR MRkRI R#T RRt RfR RR dllRd Rcff 

TRtRR Rt^R, R^#T, R?R R^R 3 R%%R %R RT Tt fRRTrP^RF R( 
RRR Tp fRRR iRRRlRRTRR, R^^R R^R R^R, UR fRcFRR 2012 ^ RRRT 

rr^rrrrrrrrW) I 

RR Rt (RRRTR fRRR) 

(RR RR RFRRIRTR MRoR R#T RRt RfR RR TRRRRt^R RtRRR RRf 
TRtRRT RR#R, R?R R^R RfR%R %R RT Tt fRRTTWRf R 

RRR^, fRRR PR^rR^ldR, R^R, R«1R^R, RR RldHl, 2012 ^ RRRT 
RR^RRRIRRRRRftRf) I 

RR RR (RRR, RTR, RRT) 

(RR RR RTRRIRTR fRfRRR 31#T RT^ RfR RR TRRRRt^R RtRRR RRf 
TTStRR Rf#R, R?R RtR ^ RfRf^RT %R RT Tt fRRTWRf ^ 

RRR^, fRRRT [RRlfR^lldR, R^#T, R»1R^R, RIR RldHl, 2012 3 RRRT 
RR^RRRRTRRRRftRf) I 

RRRt (R^RlRR) 

(RR RRT RRRRTRTR MrRRI R#T RRft RfR RR 3TRR MRRI RR#R ; 
RtRRRR, 3TRR^Rf^^f^RTTtfRRTrf4Rf^RRRTf, #RRRRR^R 
RRR«R fRRR fRRRfRRIRR, RRIRRt, RRR, RIR R^ 2010 ^ 3TRRT RR^ 
RRRIR RRR W\ R^) 
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( 2 ) 


(3) 


3TFF iUlPUH 
(TFT:f%rfeoTT f^TR) ” 


‘ ‘ 3TFF TFT f^RTR ) ” 


3TFF irgtftn (yiy<lpi|ch P^cHI)” 


'' 3TFF TTStftR (■T^Fgf w4t M^TT) ” 


3TFF (HWH PdPfwtHl)” 


■qjT (TR: r-trcEcGI f^TR) 

(r?"^ HMdiyiki M^n 

il4l=bd ^3^, TT^q Tj^r if xf%%n %tt Tt ferrfsfcTi ^ 

TOT feRR fs^fejTePI, TfHf'3^1, 'gRT PudHl 2012 3 3T«I^T 
i 

■qjT^I (f^tnrfwR) 

(^TT^ HMdiyikl TTTT? 

W1 Tf TlftlfSRT %T Rl Tt faUTf*fof ^ 
ta M^PI, F^r-g^r, ^rcr PudHi 2012 3 stsm 
1 

■qjT^I (Hiy<lPi|ch M^rrt) 

(Tf^TT^ HMdiyikl hPchcHI dlgddR^f 

Pl^lcbd chip) d, R^T ¥^T Tf grfRftjcT fetj Tt fEUnfaWf ^ 
TOT 7 *, feRR f5[^f5RJRPT, Wg^T, ^RT PHcIHI 2012 3 STZ^T 
^^■q^RTgRR^flRf) I 

TTJT^t (iPggfTRRft PdRboHl) (R^'q^tTRRT flftfel 3T#HT ^Uft 
<14 ^'< j kT A^l+d cbkrHR^N, Rsq 3 SMSRT 
ferr q| ■ferrfsM ^ tot 3, f^feiRFi, ^#r, r«i gr^r, 
3KT PtHdHl 2012 3 31^3^ WEtT^’g^R^Rf) I 
(-HIHM PlPchcHI) 


HMdlMIkl PlPchcHI dlMddR^f 

A^lchd ^trr, xf^r if Tf%f^ %tt ^ t| fauifsftf ^ 

PcIsbH Pol^rolilld'M,^#!, F^T-g^r, 'gRT pHdHl 2012 3 STZ^T 
^g^’gTETRT'g^R^'^) 1 

^ %3; 1. tHIddddl 916^*9 W)*d HMdl 5 ^ ^ 3 #RkPT spqfkr<£ %tt fFft «JT^^Rpf 'fJHTt 

^ RRjfl 1 


2. Rg-Efigr (4) 3 srirf^RT HMdi'^Pnm'qq ddldioi^fiidw^igrafter nid=hldi gidd^dl3 

PdiMdid^gTr diRsidi^tr^nTTTn 


[#\°-12012/16/2013-Tjrf CHt-II)J 
sRpnfpRRp 


New Delhi, the 22nd February, 2013 

S.O. 1238.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely:— 

In the said Schedule— 


(a) against "Maharashtra University of Health Sciences, Nashik" under the heading ’Recognised Medical 
Qualification’ [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the 
heading ’Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 


(2) 

(3) 

"Master of Surgery (Orthopaedics)" 

MS (Orthopaedics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Maharashtra Univesity of Health Sciences, Nashik in respect of 
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(2) 

(3) 



students being trained at N.K.P. Salve Institute of Medical Sciences, 
Nagpur, Maharashtra on or after June, 2012.) 

(b) 

against "Utkal University, Orissa" under the heading "Recognised Medical Qualification” [hereinafter referred 
to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' 
[hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be insered, namely:— 


(2) 

(3) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Microbiology)" 

MD (Microbiology) 



(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Utkal University, Orissa in respect of students being trained at 
S.C.B. Medical College, Cuttack, Orissa on or after May, 2012.) 

(c) 

against "Vikram University, Ujjain Madhya Pradesh" under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' 
[hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 
'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be insered. 


namely:— 



(2) 

(3) 


"Master of Surgery (Obstetrics & Gynaecology)" MD (OBG) 


(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram Univesity, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the students 
being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical College, 
Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Radiology/Radio Diagnosis)" MD (Radiology/Radio Diagnosis) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MS (Ophthalmology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram Univesity, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the students 
being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical College, 
Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Microbiology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Pharmacology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Pathology) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (DVL) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 


"Master of Surgery (Ophthalmology)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Microbiology)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Pharmacology)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Pathology)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Dermatology, Venerology 
and Leprosy)" 
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( 2 ) 

"Doctor of Medicine (Anaesthesia)" 


"Master of Surgery (Oto-Rhino-Laryngology)" 


“Doctor of Medicine (Psychiatry)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Paediatrics)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Community Medicine)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (Pulmonary Medicine)" 


"Doctor of Medicine (General Medicine)" 


(3) 

MD (Anaesthesia) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MS (ENT) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Psychiatry) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Paediatrics) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Community Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (Pulmonary Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 

MD (General Medicine) 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Vikram University, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh in respect of the 
students being trained at Ruxmaniben Deepchand Gardi Medical 
College, Ujjain, Madhya Pradesh on or after September, 2012.) 


Note to all: 1. The recognition so granted to a Postgraduate Course shall be for a maximum period of 5 years, upon 
which it shall have to be renewed. 

2. Failure to seek timely renewal of recognition as required in sub-clause-4 shall invariably result in stoppage 
of admissions to the concerned Postgraduate Course. 


[No. U-12012/16/2013-ME(P-II)] 
ANITA TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

fevft, 8 2013 

1239 —'TR?f^r^rchryi'qft^3#qPm, 1956 (1956 102) ¥KT 11 ¥KT (2) SKI SKd 4*1^4! 

¥#0 M fRcbK, TRcffa f%Ffo?¥r FT WUf p^gKl 3#rfWT cfft ¥«FT SFjTpl 3 fTR^ffecT 
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3FF FFF 3ppj4t 3 "TTPTfTlwf%rfe?Wa^’’#fe [fFFi FTF F7RFT (2) 3 ], ^ SRpfa” “F^FFT fFFFfFUMF, 3M7TTF) 

fft4 “ m'41^jui f) %FTif3Fd W [fFFi ftf ftt^f ( 3 ) ^ ] FMFtFisRFfF rHHrdfed ff ajdH^fFFTTFFFTr, fftf:— 

(2) (3) 

“^FFF 3TPF 44IPHH 3ftT#FFF 3TPFTDfT[” FF-^-^.FTT. 

(FFFfepf 100 FF 0 ^ft 0 TF. ^ Fiffe wi tt%f 3 fhf, 2012 3 

STFFT 3FF( FTF <bfd J ll 3TI^f%FT TIFFR, 3M7TT 3 fMSIF 

W^TT3?^T [F^r^ldF, 3frstaT?[lTr wHd 
fFFT^FFiFT HUdWIkl BirchrUI 3 #FTFFt[) | 

[TT°\° 12012/76/2004-TTlT^° Cqt-II)] 

srfFFTfFFlF), 3FFFfFF 


New Delhi, the 8th March, 2013 

S.O. 1239. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act. 

In the said First Schedule after “Utkal University, Orissa” and under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualifi¬ 
cation' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading/Abbrevia¬ 
tion for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:— 

(2) (3) 

"Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery" MBBS 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Utkal University, Orissa in respect of students being trained at 
Kalinga Institute of Medical Sciences, Bhubaneswar, Orissa with 
annual intake of 100 MBBS students on or after August, 2012.) 

[No. U. 12012/76/2004-ME (P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 


FffFFFft, 11 FFf, 2013 

FF31? 1240 — FRFtF r^cBI 1956 ( 1956 FF 102) F^t FFT 11 F7[3F-FFT (2) 3KTFFF ^rFd4i FF 

FFFT FF% fT FUbK, FFFtF fFfFRTTT FftF^FT F7FF?f FF7£ ifd^KI 3FF 3##TFF F7t FFF 31^41 f[ rdHfdfeld 3?R 

FFTFFT FFF) t, W: 


3FFFFF3F]F[4[-rf “HMdiyiki [4f4>cFI 3r#r”FMF7 [^FF) FTF FFFFT (2) 3 ] 4) 3FFfa “4[4FF[ Hdl4U fcNFfcIFIIdF, 
441<HId, 37FF^?T’’FTTTFTF “ 441 + 01 <£ TTf^FTFF” RFFiFTFFFFFr (3) 3 ] FMFl F) 3FFfa rdHPdfGd FF 3Rrf4^ 
fFFFT ^rfFTT, FTFF 


(2) 

(3) 

“4dd< 3TFF iUlRld 3fR 4dd< SflFtTUfrt” 

TF 0 4t 0 4t 0 TF° 


(F^Ffepf 100 F?T°FM 0 FTf° ^TFT F^Flffe f4?tRfhi, 2012 3 
3TFFT3FF^FTFFMFF!;H£l4U 44l<bd FFrDriT^ fer4 Tfel, y<KNK, 
37R f^ft 3 fM^rt %f Tt fF^#fFf ^ hsf4U 

fFFFfFUTFIF, y<KMK, 37F F^l £RT Fdldid %F; FRl FT FPFTTFTFT 
fFfFRFl 3T#T tFf[) 1 


[F°\° 12012/500/2007-F3T°|° (Ft-II)] 


3rfFFTfFTIF[, 3(FTTTfFF 
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New Delhi, the 11th March, 2013 

S.O. 1240.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act. 

In the said First Schedule after "Teerthanker Mahaveer University, Moradabad, Uttar Pradesh" and under the heading 
'Recognised Medical Qualification' [hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto 
under the heading 'Abbreviation for Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 

(2) (3) 

"Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery" MBBS 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
"Teerthanker Mahaveer University, Moradabad, Uttar Pradesh" in 
respect of students being trained at Teerthanker Mahaveer Medical 
College & Research Centre, Moradabad, Uttar Pradesh with annual 
intake of 100 MBBS students on or after December, 2012.)— 

[No.U. 12012/500/2007-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

^f^fr, lSTTUf, 2013 

1241 —PlPbcRI 3#rfWT, 1956 (1956 102 ) 11 tJKT ( 2 ) 

TOR, Wh f^fooFTT 3 WUf QI^KI ^ srflrfWT WT 3Tppl 3 PiHPdRdd sfa 

TTSTH 31 ^ ‘‘^^ sfk“RFRcTTMlftfeSll (^5RFi (2) 

3 ^^r^cT)^3RPfcl’’3Tf?r[T WFT “ M'41<hG| ^%trTff^TRl(3) Tf^RTT^fifa] SRpfa RTRl 

TUiftRT yfLlPtATr fTRfufeh RTF fRRTl ^FTT, RURT:— 

(2) (3) 

3flTF? 1^1 fad 


(Rf yldoftj ioo ■qTT°wt°^t°T 3 TT^Rfr ^ Trfer 3 tw, 2012 3 

3UUTT 3TFjf%R TTWR 3fk TTRT 3RMdld, 

3Mttt Tif^RT fetr Tt fsrarfsfcfi ^ Turn 3 rrrrt f^fenRPi, 
3Mttt ski wlchd feTj^rqT HMdiyiki M^rsft 3#cntRft) 1 

[TT°\° 12012/84/2004--QT°f° Oft-II)] 
3TfH?TTf3TqT3l, 3TTr^Tf%RT 


New Delhi, the 19th March, 2013 

S.O. 1241.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act. 
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In the said First Schedule after "Utkal University, Orissa" and under the heading 'Recognised Medical Qualification' 
[hereinafter referred to as column (2)], after the last entry and entry relating thereto under the heading 'Abbreviation for 
Registration' [hereinafter referred to as column (3)], the following shall be inserted, namely:— 

(2) (3) 

"Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery" MBBS 

(This shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted by 
Utkal University, Orissa in respect of students being trained at 
Institute of Medical Sciences & SUM Hospital, Bhubaneswar, 
Orissa with annual intake of 100 MBBS students on or after August, 
2012 . 


[No. U.12012/84/2004-ME(P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 


7T3R 7pTT MlPl+l R5n7*T 
PntFT) 

Rlferfl, FgRli 2013 

Efiparp 1242 —TUTNTTTfWT dlU-bld ydHdi 

1976 Epfwr io^^t-Iwt (4) 

3 ^ 7RERT7, :§[cF faTFT Eft -bldldd Ml-WHIUR 

■RRTR, 71 fid, e£ 3I#47ST 

<bl4ld4l er), 80 yfd^ld 71 3#PR srfWrfUTT 7)4 
4>4dlR41^ft^ER7cH4BI7EF7TR WERf^f, 3#Rjf%R 
ERrfr t: 

1. STATER ^TERT7 'qTTTEfERpg; 

TfSR-678001 

2. STtflSJER 4l«=b^< ohiqfdq, TTSeT—676104 

3. otftrgsrMteFF 4I4>4< 4)l4d4, 3H^o|| *kd-683101 

4. 41=641 =hwid4, <^<**,1 TT5R-685584 

5. ^JER 4^17ferr, fd74Hd >^4-695023 

6. 41=641 dddldd, rd64rd|tiSR-689101 

7. 7lf%71 fSTT, ERlf%7-682020 

8. 3u 4)3JER dddldd, tT3RtfiSR-676121 

[71° 11017-l/2011-Tr°^TT°] 
tftrr msr, 7T H^rn^i=b 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
(Department of Posts) 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 2013 

S.O. 1242. —In pursuance of Rule 10(4) of the 
Official Language (use for official purposes of the Union) 


Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies 
following offices of the Office of Chief Postmaster 
General, Kerala Circle. Thiruvananthapuram of the 
Department of Posts where more than 80% staff has 
acquired the working knowledge of Hindi:— 

1. Sr. Superintendent of Post Offices, Palakkad 
Division-678001 

2. Supreintendent of Post Offices, Tirur Division- 
676104 

3. Sr. Superintendent of Post Offices, Aluva Division- 
683101 

4. Superintendent of Post Offices, Iddukki Division- 
685584 

5. Postal Stores Depot, Thiruvananthapuram-695023 

6. Superintendent of Post Offices, Tiruvalla Division- 
689101 

7. Kerala Circle Stamp Depot, Kochi-682020 

8. Superintendent of Post Offices, Manjeri Division- 
676121 

[No. 11017-1/2011 -OL] 
MEERA HANDA, Dy. Director General (Philately/OL) 
w -qci ^ R5n^3T 

Ri’ferf), 28 7JR, 2013 

'3>T°31T° 1243 —717ERR 4,d<£KI TUFTETT (TFT <£ 
4>IIB=bl4 5PTt^^fRTT^FlPT) fWT 1976 10 

fWT (4) Ef) SFjTPRT ^ Tpr chl4shh 3fR #71 44Id4 e£ 
<bl4ld4 NRcfPl7#! Trf^ERTH, TJHFt 

Ef# dGH-d 1## 80% 71 3#PR ch4dl(14^ ^ fM W\ 

4>|4t 1|SJERWT 7PcT^7f#nt, tl 

[71° i -1101 l/2/2008-%°T°] 
«Fl#Tf#FT, 74 74#! 
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MINISTRY OF YOUTH AFFAIRS AND SPORTS 

New Delhi, the 28th June, 2013 

S.O. 1243. —In pursunce of sub-rule (4) of Rule of 10 of Official Language (use for official purpose of the 
Union) Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies Sports Authority of India, Netaji Subhas Regional Centre, 
Lucknow an autonomous office of Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports, whereof more than 80% staff have acquired 
working knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. E-11011/2/2008-H.U.] 
THANGLEML1AN, Dy. Secy. 

RTF#, 3HST Bl4Rpl4> RR1RR 

(■3^4™ rm# fatlFT) 

(RWht 'ajtt) 

23 *4, 2013 

RIPR? 1244 —'HRcft^T RRR? fWT, 1987 Rl f4RR 7 ^ RR-fRRR ( 1) ^ (H) ^ ff RTRltR RTTR 

y,d4£Ki 3#rqfRRRRRitfeR[^ aRpj^irf^R^RRpRri) ^ wteft %jtt ^ t 

31^ 

RiR WTfRR RRRtRRFFF(Rif) Rft WTT, W1RR Rft Wn 3fR wfRRf?rfR 

I 11673:1992 Blfe-MR 31 R^ 2013 

RT#RlR#R^Rf[fRM^ (R?RT R^2013 

pr^TR) 

fR RRRlR RTTRi W\ RfRRT RIRTIr RFfRT Rjj), RHRT RRR, 9, R^TW RRR RFf, M fe#-110 002 ^RtR =M4fd4)‘: 
M ferR, 4>ld4>MI, RUdthd, JJJRt RRT RTRTT cfwfddi: 3^RR[R1R, sPldU, RIR1R, JJRW), 

RRTJT, RRTJL RRnjJ, RSRF, ^ RRT1RW4RPJRT 3 fed RRRRJ11 RRcftR RTRRf R?T http:/www.//standardsbis.in R1R 
R7 RlffcR RT RRhIT % I 

[RR^Rly.4^1 1/snftT^ 11673] 
Rl° TDltR R)° W, RRlfRR ‘t^F’ RR RiJH (TRTRR) 
MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

(BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS) 

New Delhi, the 23rd May, 2013 

S.O. 1244. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rule, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been issued:— 


SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of 
the amendment 

Date from which the 

amendment shall have effect 

1 . 

IS 11673:1992 Sodium 
Hypochlorite Solution- 
Specification (First revision) 

Amendment No. 4 

May 2013 

31 May, 2013 
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Copy of this Standard is avilable for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bhadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad,. Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna. Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. On line purchase of Indian Standard can be made at:http:/www.standardsbis.in. 

[Ref. CHD 1/IS 11673] 

Dr. RAJIV K. JHA, Scientist 'F' & Head (CHD) 

26 pH, 2013 

HIpaT? 1245 —'HTHTfa HTHHT p[7) fHHH 1987H(fHHH, 7 HiHH-fHHH ( l) ^ #5 (Jl) ^ HRcfa HFTOp[TT 

■ppgKT TOt t fo #1 SFppf) 3 f^T HR HTHH ( Ht) R WTHH %HT HHT/IhR HR t 


3^ 


sbH 

HWRd MKdlN HH4) hR RtsRI, <sfk 

RRlHHHRRteMI'RfRfRfR 


WTJ 

TO? 


■hVIHT HTFT RtR hR fctfR 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

3US&B 5476:1986 R 

RRlHHHtem 1, 

H^ 2013 


TTRf^RlTOHl hR t>KMdl 

Hf 2013 



(HHHTT PhRSUT) 




fH WTHH hR HfR HlHltR H1HH p[R, HTHH TO, 9, HTHH HPf, M fe#-110 002 RRk HTHfroft: M fevfl, 

dRddildl, RhC HR7 RTRsIT <=hwfd4t: HijHdMK, 4hdU, HIHTO, hRhTOJ 7, (pHdlcD, §<RMK, HHJT, 

HTHJT HTHJT, HHHT, Tjnf cTTO fHHHHHJIH R fRsfR %g HHW11 


[HRH dU,RHR/RT-25] 
HH1HHHR, d^lPH-h 'f (RItteRT#) 

New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.0.1245.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standard Rules. 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been issued:— 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No., Title and year of Indian 

Standards 

No. and Year of the 

amendment 

Date from which the 

amendment shall have 

effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 5476:1986 Glossary of Terms 

Amendment No. 1 

May 2013 


relating to Jute 

May 2013 



Copy of this amendment is avilable for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bhadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna. 
Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref. TXD/G-25] 
PRABHAKAR RAI, Scientist 'E' and Head (TXD) 
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26 2013 

1246 -'TRcffaRH^^IWT, 1987 if™, (1) (^) ^ 31^0^4^ TRcffa RR33 <aj& y,d44KI 

3^^Tf1^TTqTt^'TSTrf : qcffl wt:- 

^ufq?T (cfff) ^wrr, ^ *tr#ittttoski srfeFfira wfwf^i 

wn ^3frr#fe Tn^-iTH^sraMTTFwf, ^ 

^ tt, ^ wrr afn ^ 

0) (2) (3) (40 

1 STlfiJF 15884: 2010 ybll4df - 26-06-2013 

etrt -Tif^r cfr %tt TPrrfer 
T^fel'JT^’fTclFT'tfteT (Mt 1 ^2) - 
fsrftife 

w ^TRcfl^T TTFr^T -q^ - Tri% HTTcft^r TTFT^T TTFT^ 9,^ipi? '5TOT Rpf, ^ 110 002, %#4 M 

f^fl, <=hld<=bldl, d^ldd, g^JT8TT?TIMchl4ld4i: 314441414, wfR, HTTRI, ^W, 4)l4Hdl, [plldlil, §411414, 
cbHIiL TFTy, TSTT, Tjnf cjsn Pd^d-dl^H 3 fefl 11 

[TT4^|^ 13/SP—46] 
^t. dl-WIHl, ^iPdcb ‘ITT’ (P44^d d + dldP) faTFT) 
New Delhi, the 26th June, 2013 

S.O. 1246. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which is given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed has been issued : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. & Year of the 

No. & Year of the Indian 

Date of 

No. 

Indian Standard 

Standards, if any, 

Superseded by the New 

Indian Standard 

Establishment 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 15884 : 2010 Alternating 


26-06-2013 


Current Direct—Connected Static 
Prepayment Meters for Active Energy 
(Class 1 and 2)—Specification 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref. ET 13/T-46] 

D. GOSWAMI, Scientist ‘F’ (Electrotechnical Deptt.) 


































































[TOT II—7TO5 3(ii) ] 


^TRcT TO TRTO : Tpnf 6, 2013/3PTTT 15, 1935 


3225 


27 ^p, 2013 

1247- TOqtTTOTTT^fqTO, 1987 T^fTTO 7 ^ <44fH49 (1) ^7sT5(7I) TOdt4 HH=h ®^l tp^KI 

3#R^TOTOtfoTOppft3f^TOTTT(T^) ^TmTOl^TTqTOf^q^t: 



ShH 

TdWTd ‘HKdl-4 HHTi(T>f) 


7T?frqq cdHJpId 

TRTTT 

Tit TRsTT cjrf afp qMTT 

sfkfcrfr 

TTtfclfT 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

3024: 2006 fellcHch TOI 

Ws4l 4 



fpp fFHTcT Tit TOR Tp Trcft 

qp 2013 

26 qp, 2013 


(pro TORtem) 




W TOfe TOTO TO) qfrorr TOTTfa TOTO TOTO TO, 9, TO^T W TOR TOf, qf fTOpft-110002, ^#4 TOdfdd)': 
M fe#, TildTOdl, T-SIOgS, %q^ graif cisn TORTT TOTfTOlt: 3H^MK, TOTOfp TOTTO, 'gTOpR, TOdHdl, JpllsTlil, rPlMK, 
TOTy, TO dp, TOTOJ7, TTO, ^ cTTO [decid'd I p,H 3 fefft %g TOTOTO11 

[TOT UJHdkl 4M-69] 

qt. qp, ^ifn* ‘pr’ pi tort (pidkl) 

New Delhi, the 27th June, 2013 

S.O. 1247. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Amendment(s), Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

IS No. & Title of the amendment(s) 

No. & year of the 

Amendment(s) 

Date from which 

the amendment 

shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 3024 : 2006 Grain Oriented Electrical Steel Amendment No. 4 

26 June ,2013 


Sheet and Strip (Second Revision) 

June, 2013 



Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref. MTD 4/T-69] 
P. GHOSH, Scientist F’ & Head (MTD) 

TOfqrofr, 28 qp, 2013 

TOT 1248- TOdfa HH=b ®^T IddH 1987 TifTOR, 7 ^ cNidTH (l) ^Tste(TI) Tl TRcfaRTOF Hd^KI 
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tor Trofro TORtaTOroTOTOf) tot torPt totto 'set 

TOsTO TOt WIT TO? afrr#fe StldsbpTd TORITO 

TOTTO 37TOIT TO7TOT, 
TOfc TOT^ ft, TOt 


1 37TftTO 15298( TOT 3): 2011/371^^ — 30^7,2013 

20346 : 2004 fTOTt TJTTO 3M7TOT TOT 3 
TO^ft TTOfTOTI (WT^nt^TJT) 


TOT TOffa TOTTO TOT !Tf?TTO TOffa TOTTO ^TT, TOTTO TO, 9, RfT^T W TOR TOt, Tf fTOTOt-110002, ^fpT TOTOfUTOT: 
M fTOUt, TOTRTORTT, R#TO, %rt JpT^ RTO TORT TONld-tl: 37TOTTOTO, TORTfc, TOTTR, 'SJTO^TTOT, TOTTOTOTT, JpTTfTTt, |<RMK, 
TOTOJT, TOTOJT, TTOJT, TOTT, ^ 7TTO fTRTOTRTJTR 3 fTOTOT %$J 3W11 TORpT TOTTOt TOT http://www.standardsbis.in TOR fTOtte 
TO TOTtR TOT TORT 11 

[77^7710,44) 19/37Tfp7T 15298( TOT 3 )/3TTfT3Tr3Tr 203461 

TO). TO. TOR, %TfRTO'^’ 


New Delhi, the 28th June, 2013 

S.0.1248 —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. & Year of the 

No. & Year of Indian 

Date of Established 

No. 

Indian Stardard Established 

Standards, if any. 

Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS/ISO 15298 (Part 3): 2011/ISO 20346: 
Personal Protective Equipment Part 3 
Protective Footwear (First Revision) 

2004 — 

30 June 2013 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune ,Thiruvananthapuram. On line purchase of Indian Standard can be made at: http://www.standardsbis.in. 

[Ref. CHD 19/IS 15298(Part 3)/ISO 20346] 

K. K. PAUL, Scientist 'E' 

TO fTOTOT, 28 TOT 2013 

TOW 12© —TOdld RIHTO <^<1 FhTO 1987 ^fTTOT, 7 TO) 37fH4H (1) TORf (71) TO) TOJTORTT TOTOpTTOTTO^ Op^KI 

3rfrojfTOT totto t fro fror toctPt totto! to) furoror uHf ropjrot 3 fror to; t 3 TTOfqro tr tot 1 1 
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TOT TTOTTT TOTOTO TOTTO(TO) TO TTOTT 

TTOTT to? sYRttMto 

TOT TOTuT TOTTO SKI 

3TldsbPld TOTTpT 

T44llMd [TOT 


TOTTO3TTTO TOTTOf, 
TfTTOf|tT, TOtTOTOT 


1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 3TlfTOT 15298('TOT2):2011/3TTfi37T3Tr 

— 

30 ^JT, 2013 

20345:2004 fTOTOY TJTOTT TOTTTOT TOT 2 



TTOft 9?J4TO ( TTOTT ■'JTTtePT) 




TOT «IR#I TOTOTO TOl TlTTO TOTOtT TOTOh ^JTT, TOTOTO To, 9 TOT^T WTOTOTTFf, T^fTOrTl-110002, %#T TOTfTOlf:T^ 
■ferft, dPldTOdl, T#TO, %rt grajf TTO TOM TOTfTOlf: 3T3HSMK, 4dd\ TTTOT, chldH^l, JJoUdlil, IdlMId, 

TOTOJT, TOTOJT, TOTOJT, TOTT, ^ cTTO Pd^dtil^H T feft %$J T5TOT®! 11 TOTOPl TOTTO TOT http://www.standardsbis.in TOT TOTte 
TO mYto TO TTOTT 11 

[Tirol TOlTAdi 19/snfTOT 15298( TOT 2)/3nfTOT3Tr 20345] 

T(. TP TOTO, ^iPd* l i' 


New Delhi, the 28th June, 2013 

S.O. 1249. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule(l) of Rules 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Scheduled 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standard Established 

No. & year of Indian 
Standards, if any 

Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS/ISO 15298 (Part 2): 2011/ISO 20345:2004 — 

Personal protective equipment Part 2 

Safety Footwear (first revision) 

30 June 2013 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, 
Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. On line purchase of Indian standard can be made at: http://www.standardsbis.in. 

[Ref. CHD 19/IS 15298(Part 2)/ISO 20345] 
K. K. PAUL, Scientist 'E' 

TOfTOTO, 28 Tjr, 2013 

^5BT 1250 —TO#4 HH<h '^JTTfTOIT 1987 TlfTOIT 7 TlTOTfTOIT (1) (TO) Tl 3^TOH^ TOTtT TOTOh ^ TT^TOT 

3#4Tjfro TOim t fe fro to#r toi^ ^ ftTOH ar^fl t[ to? f ^ ^rriror fr t: 
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RRR MTfrfT RRrfRRFFrfRT]) RRRT'SET WfRE rffR 

mi ^rdsbfad 

FT-TRi 3J2TRT RTWf, 

3fR erf 

1) (2) (3) (4) 

1 snfir^ 299:2012 R^Erft rffpER — 30 RJE 2013 

fE TRErf 'EFFh erf rfrfrf Rprfrf TTFra-^JTf, RIER! *ffl, 9 E^R W RTR3R TRrf, Ef fcerft-1 10002, %#R REEfcrfftEl 
rf^rfr, =bld<=Mdl, rfrflER, grait cTSTT EIRET *14Id4)': 31dH<MK, srfrfk, Mr, RTrfTSRjR, |<RMK, Ripjr 

EREJl, EFTy, REET, Tjrf ERT rf^EEETPJRTT rf Irfsrf rfjEREUE 11 RTrfrf RHRTT EE http://www.standardsbis.in £PR EErflERE RRTrfr 
"ET TREETT % I 

[tM rfrferrf 1/snftT^ 299] 
Ep E(. RM, l i' 


New Delhi, the 28th June, 2013 

S.O. 1250. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule(l) of Rules 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Scheduled 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Stardard Establishment 

No. & year of Indian 

Standard, if any 

Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 299:2012 Alumino Ferric— 

-Specification — 

30 June 2013 


(fifth revision) 




Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. On line purchase of Indian standard can be made at: http://www.standardsbis.in. 

[Ref. CHD 1/IS 299] 

K. K. PAUL, Scientist 'E' 

Rlrferrf, 1 Rj^ITi 2013 

R5W125L RPrfrfRRRT^JTTfrfTR 1987ElfEETR 7 El vGfHRH ( 1) Elrf^(RR) El rf EKdlE HUE ^PClR^SKr 

3#Tgfrf?TRMTtfrffRFT ERErfr EREER! fac|<u| rfrf 3t rf EE] t rf EETfRE rf Rtf t : 
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sbH 

Tsrrfq?T HRmHHRH7(H?r) 

R HIWH HFRF £ET 

Tsnftcrfefzr 

wn 

HR ROHI HR 3TR WW 

^KlPblHcl 'HKclN 




HM c ti 3THHT Hli c hl, 

afkR 


(i) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

l 

STlfiTR 10558:2013 PRJRtfWT?TR 

— 

3T&PT 2013 

2 

THTRlfe ( HScni ■JTJTSFT) 

3JlfiTR 3175:2013 HTHfR 

— 

Hf 2013 

3 

RJTp w TPR) dlidu °irk THTRrfe 

(^HH ^Rtajq) 

snftTR 3732:2013 ^ <rl 1 ^<+AMo<d-R»lfVi 


Hf 2013 


(W ^SF!) 


fH HKcffH HFTHT R HfpRT RRRIh HFPH ^JTf, HFPH RcR, 9 HHT^[ W HHH Rpf, Rf ferTt-110002, %HfR HHHfpTHf 
■ferft, <*fld<=bldl, H-sRd, ^Ri grait HHT HTTM HnHfpTHf: 3tdH<MK, ®P id'll, HIHIHT, ^^oR, ch)i|H^l, J^ISIdl, |<RNK, 
"HTTP, cbM^I, RFPJT, HTPTT, ^ HHT Pd^dH'dl^H 3 fefl %$J HHPER 11 

[HRH Hl^gT/HT- 16 ] 
hP it. ^iPdch (itfit) 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 2013 

S.O. 1251. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule(l) of Rules 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Scheduled 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No., Years and Title of the 

Indian Stardard Established 

No. & year of Indian 
Standard, if any 

Superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 10558:2013 Aluminium shore 
gangways—Specification 
(First revision) 


April 2013 

2 

IS 3175:2013 Internal combustion engine- 
Sealing washers of pine unions— 
Specification (Second revision) 


May 2013 

3 

IS 3732:2013 Rigid liferafts— 
Specification (First revision) 


May 2013 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref. TED/G-16] 

P. C. JOSHI, Scientist ’F’ & Head (Transport Engg.) 
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F?IFF5T FFEJF 

3 grot 2013 

ff°3tt°i252 —44f y<chK^fr^FUdld glFTtfFT w&efefs; Ff%Ffts)FF7t gfF^ElFTlFFTT a#rara #Jft! 

EFEFTrf; 

afERTFTFT WTT#-1 (I) IIIFFT3TE/889-1112, FTTftF 2 F^FFT, 2012, FF ReFF! FFF 3TggF!3 ^fafcT g-^TF 3H^r4»d t, 
MFF, FT^f FFdM->V4E Pdfa^ (TEEF fFFFT), FFFT fafFET ETT^ET, FFTgT-440001 (FFEET) 4 FFFldF 3 FT gTsF 
FETFFFFT (FFTEETEEFT FFFT), FF^q TFFT 4FFT 3?E fSFEF EEFFT, FT5FHT FrET, FFF! ITS; WFl-834001 F! FTElfETF 3 FT 
FFFETT fFFFF7, 1 FFEfFET ETHF gffe, FFEEfFFT-700001 F! FFFfeTF 3 FT fFETT FETFE, FTTJT (FEEFE) F! FFFfEFT 3 %FT FT 
TT^FT; 

3ET: 3TF, cfi^lF TP,Fill, FTETETT FEFT %F ( 3T^F 3fR iFFTET) 3TMFFF, 1957 ( 1957 FF 20) (fFET FTE! FFF! FFFFT FFF 
3TfFfWT W FFT t) Fl! FET 4 Fl! EFFET ( 1) £ET FEET FrfFFFT FF FFFT FEcT fF ggfFF 3igg4 3 Fftfa gfo 3 FTIFE! FF g^^FF 
FFE! 4 3EFT 3TETF Fl! 7JFFT ^fl t; 

ggfFF aigggl 3 Ffofa gfo 3 feEFg F>Ti ^rfFF grr 3TfFgFFT 4 ffffr ft! fe!tf tt F^f fFF ft! 3TFfF 4 4 ?e 4f!f 

FgiFFFFT, FTE^ FTTEFTtEgE fafofe, FFTgT ^F, FEEFEtFEFF, dsPHld FFTgT, fFETTFFTgT-440014 (FFEEF) FT FETFFFFT, 

FFFTFflFgggfE afR teef fFFFT, fEet gr%E, EtIfetE ngET, FFTgr-440 ooi (fiteee) ft fff!etf E,- 

(i) FFF 3TfF7JFFTFf! FET 4Ff!FF-FET (3) 4 3 t4fF f! F^ fFETt FtEfE FT ff FT ERFFF: FF! FTETt fFET! ^li% FT %g 
3#TfFFF Ff! FET 6 4 3TFtF FfFFE FF FTFT FE EFRt!; FT 

(ii) FFF 3TfFfFFF FT! FET 13 FT! FF- FET ( 1) 4 3TFk g^fSET STg^fFETf 4 FFIF#T fET 4 FTFF E FT FFF FfFfFFF FT! 

FEI 13Ff!FF-FEl(4)4FF!FTFFFF^:F'FFrF#TFI^4%gFfFFEFFFIFrFEFFFr3T ! !T:FFrFFF3TfFfWTFf! 
FET 13Ff!FFFEr (1) 4TFF(i) F (iv)E fMFf^FF^FT!FIFF WTFTFFFF EFFMfFf 4 4fFTgg^FF gfF ^ 
F^FF ff! FEfF4, FT^ 3fk 3EF FTFIFFT FTT mR<cF FE FFFT I 

FFF ^IFT 
FIFFT ^IF 

fF^l-FTFgT (F5EE5) 

[RniFT FTFT-F!-1 (g)III/FFSTE/889-1112, Fit® 2 FFJFT, 2012] 

W°F° FTFFFFET FFFlf!FfFiFTEE5TF FEE!?! fFFTT %FFET feFF! 


(tFFTTf) 


1 . 


24 

FTFEPEE 

FFTgr 

22.25 

HFT 

2. 

Ffe! 

6 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

312.80 

HFT 

3. 

FWTFT 

6 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

82.58 

FFT 

4. 

TTFTFET 

6 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

129.14 

FFT 

5. 

Iefff 

59 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

28.65 

FFT 

6. 

FFF 

50 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

191.34 

FFT 

7. 

#l! (F^TET) 

50 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

482.47 

FFT 

8. 

FPTTqT! (fFF#) 

50 

fgFFT 

FFTgr 

126.37 

FFT 


^FT ^F: 1375.60 %FFT (FETFF) 


FT 3399.11 FFTF(FETFF) 
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TTtRRfa: 

R-R WTM HRS3MTff^'^’Tl 3TR^tr#t3fkTITiT * ll^tlO q( tTRT ^plRl ft 7TR qpR#ftirqHFT^T’Wt Rt 

yfuirdd ttIr ri qn wt t, ttft ^pRirl qr if ttr ^nwt tr hr rshrht r) Hfw#R hIrt rt hr 
if, HR HWRT Tf TT TpKcft if ‘ 31 ’ q7 ftelcft 11 

R-H kllP c|^IHH|Tf^r I'dldl if HR c|^-llHHI HHTRHHHf) qpRPdd HtHTHrrqRRRtff HR 3RR 3 fER| ‘ H ’ H3 

ffcroTcft % i 

TT-^T 731T HR 3THH 3) Tproft if, HR Wt RH HR HfM (%Rt) R) Hp-Hpc-Id RpR w\ q-R wt if hr hfM 

(fe^t) ^ ‘-et’ -qr fireTcft % i 

h-r ^rhrrfM Tf^i^rdtif hrrfM (foRl) hhthriIt) (rrh!) r) qpRpdd RtRrRfqR wt 

if HR lift qRRT 3 3( ^pRHl t fqHHR lift (qRRT) HHfqRqRt qPiRrddHtHTHrrqHHHRtt, fqRHRf3RR7 
3 3r TpRcft if hr fRRi tr urn ^Rsnf Rt RfRfqR RtRr rt hr hhh) t hht hr %HRt 3 nr ^prh! t sftr hr %HRt 
hhthr w\ yPqPdd hIrt rt hr hhh[ if hr jiiu^(1 t[ aqfPqqifsFi'qi’qTfqeRft t i 

[R. 43015/36/2012-qt3TR3Hlf4^-Il 
qr. ttr. HHT, 3RR HfHH 


MINISTRY OF COAL 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2013 

S.0. 1252.— whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the land in the 
locality described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

And Whereas the plan bearing number C-1(E)III/FR889-1112] dated the 2nd November, 2012 containing of the 
areas of land described in the said Schedule may be inspected at the office of the Western Coalifields limited (Revenue 
Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur-440 001 (Maharashtra) or at the office of the Chief General Manager 
(Exploration Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana Palace, Kanke Road, Ranchi-834 001 or 
at the office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001 or at the office of the District Collector, 
Nagpur (Maharashtra); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal in the land described in the abforesaid Schedule; 

Any person interested in the land described in the aforesaid Schedule may— 

(i) claim compensation under section 6 of the said Act for any damage caused or likely to be caused by any 
action taken under sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the said Act; or 

(ii) claim compensation under sub-section (1) of section 13 of the Act in respect of prospecting license ceasing 
to have effect or under sub-section (4) of section 13 of the Act for mining lease ceasing to have effect and 
deliver all maps, charts and other documents relating to the aforesaid land to show the expenditure incurred 
in respect of items specified in clauses (i) to (iv) of sub-section (1) of Section 13 of the said Act. 

to the office of the Area General Manager, Western Coalifields Limited, Nagpur Area, Post Jaripatka, Tahsil Nagpur, 
District Nagpur- 440014 (Maharashtra) or General Manager, Western Coalifields Limited, Land and Revenue Depart¬ 
ment, Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur-440 0014 (Maharashtra) within a period of ninety days from the date of publica¬ 
tion of this notification. 
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SCHEDULE 

Sangam Block 

Nagpur Area 

District Nagpur (Maharashtra) 

(plan bearing number C-l(E)III/FR/889-112, dated 2nd November, 2012) 

SI. 

No. 

Name of village Patwari Circle 

Number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area (in 

hectares) 

Remarks 

1 

Gondkhairi 

24 

Kalmeshwar 

Nagpur 

22.25 

Part 

2 

Pendhari 

6 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

312.80 

Part 

3 

Waddhamana 

6 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

82.58 

Part 

4 

Sawardhota 

6 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

129.14 

Full 

5 

Sinka 

59 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

28.65 

Part 

6 

Sangam 

50 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

191.34 

Part 

7 

Khairi (Pannase) 

50 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

482.47 

Part 

8 

Dhanoli (Kinhi) 

50 

Hingna 

Nagpur 

126.37 

Part 


Total area: 1375.60 hectares (approximately) 
or 3399.11 acres (approximately) 


Boundary description: 

A-B: Lines starts from Point 'A' from village Gondkhairi and passes through village Gondkhairi, then crosses 

the common boundary of villages Gondkhairi and Pendhari and passes through village Pendhari, then 
crosses the common boundary of villages Pendhari and Waddhamana and meets at Point 'B' in village 
Waddhamana. 


B-C: Line passes through village Waddhamana, then crosses the common boundary of villages Waddhamana 

and Sangam and meets at Point 'C' in village Sangam. 

C-D: Line passes through village Sangam and crosses the common boundary of villages Sangam and Dhanoli 

(Kinhi) and meets at Point ‘D’ in village Dhanoli (Kinhi). 

D-A: Line passes through village Dhanoli (Kinhi), then crosses the common boundary of villages Dhanoli 

(Kinhi) and Khairi (Pannase) and crosses the common boundary of villages Khairi (Pannase) and Sinka, 
then crosses the common boudary of villages Khairi (Pannase) and Pendhari and crosses the common 
boundary of villages Pendhari and Gondkhairi and meets at starting Point 'A'. 

[No. 43015/36/2012-PRIW-I] 
V. S. RAN A, Under Secy. 

3 2013 

1253- RPRR (3Dfa sfa (d-blU) 3#rfWT, 1957 (1957 RR 20) 

srfsrfWT W TRT t) STO 4 ^TRET ( 1) ^ 3T#T ^TRcT TTERE 3 <bl4dl ^ £ET ^ift ^ 3#RJEFTT 

Wr°3TT° 2349, cTRhl 29 3TW, 2011 1NM4 ^ WTII, ^3, AM-lsi ^ (ii), Tlfte 3 PRdHl, 2011 3 9 I Pi!Id EllTf TE 

Pd/tchlER 103.000 (TRET) ET 254.51 T^(TTWT) t, 

REFT ^ 3GFT 3TPfR 4Tf TJyRT Tt 

3fR ’jfRTf <b)4dl 3TpWRlt I 

3RT: 7FFFE, 3#rfWT ^ ?TRI 7 ET- RET ( 1) SET ESBT ?lfeBff EE ¥#0 EE% fT fEE EFER 3 ^f&fcT 

102.181 %ERT (EEEPT) "41 252.49 TpR? (EEEET )EREflEEE'»jfiTTfETTE''EET ^-ESpEE 3P3fB EEFT El SHUT 3TIEE Ell 7JEET 


fOTE I; fR EfERJEETEl EEFT EFTEIET %E ET ^ETET WIT O.d/41 dEll/EtEE ( MlE/EEl)/'*jfB/437, SEP® 28 'dddO, 
2013 EE MW <=M<=kH, fEETT dHlPlEI (E«4 E^E) El EdEldE 3 ET <hl4dl fEEEET, 1, -bldPEd P1EE 
<h)d>hldl-700001 El EdEldE 3 'RTTTT3^T EldTV-sET Pdfo^ (IEEE E^EFT), EtESTTp fEErEFJT-495006 
(■0?#eEp) ^EEEfErE^f^ETEEBTrtl 
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fcqur 2 : 3#ffwr Ft to 8 4T toftt Ft 3 tk tot FTFFfFF tot t, fert rnnldfed Fm t:- 

a#T TOTT FPlfTOT: 

“8. (1) 3#FJTO RtFIFT TOt 

FTTfRrfFTFT FtFTOjaf '([ft F FFFl fFTTt TOF'RTTt ^fRl 3 F FT F fFFf 3TfFTOf FT 3T#T fFTT FlR ^ F^ 3 3TPlfFF7: 
f£f 1 


^wlcbiuh-fg TO^3TF4HTOTOfF^TOtTO7Ttfe^i3qfFTlF7Tt ^TTf Fddl 3tW^%TTTOTFFTTTfFFTT 
ftf tof t sfR thTtoiu, tofr f trot to °qfFT ft FFt ^rri%TT ( 

(2) FTTOT (1) FT 3T#T F^F FPlfF TTFT SrRTFKt Ft %R§cT TO 3 Ft WQTft sfk TTFT 3#TFTTt, 3TI4Rd<=bdi Ft Wlff 
TOT, f¥4 TOTTl4l UKT TpTFf FT 3TOR ^F 3t)T R^ft *f4t 3114 Rd >41 FT TfFT Ft FFFRT 3^R R^ft 3lfdRdd TOT, F^ Ftf It, FFt ft 
FTFRT, Ft TO TO^F -SrlH^ldl t, TOF cfr TO 7 Fit ^1-W (1) Ft 3TFtF 3#^fdd '^FTF’RTTt'JjRTTTFTOFTFT 3#TFTTT 
ft TOF^T^fRTt^FR^^^fFfTOipFtFR^^^FTOFTFT 3#rFnff^ 3TFtTOtFT3TFftftTFrM attrTOFT 
TO Fit M chl4dldl Ft 3TfTOtF FTfer f¥*FT 41^1 <4 TOR FT TOFt MtoFT Ft ^TTI 

(3) w fit F ttftot ft iro; to ^rfer trot ^Rr 3 %?PFg tttott tof ft fRtft 3 fro ft tot ffT ft toft tmr, Ffc 

■>fft F fFTTt ^jffcr Tf F FIT FT FT 3#TFTT TO FfFfFFT ^ 3TFtF 3#fcT FT %F;FcT 11” 

Iwi 3: FRFtF TTTFTT TO TOT FT TTFFF, TO II, 7FTO 3, FT-7FTO (ii) FTtTF 4 3#F, 1987 3 FFTftTF fRiTJTOT TTTFTTF 
FT° 3TT° 905, FTtTF 20 TOf, 1987 TO FfrFTT fFFFF, 1, FTOftTF TOTT TOfe, FTFFRTT-700001 Fit TOT FfFfFFT Ft 
TO 3 FT 3T#T TTTO FTfFFTTt fFJFT fFF FF11 

fq% fsfroftF tof, 4«t- 2, ^“ifl^r 


fe5T - ^31#1T (TFT Tl^r) 


[^lliF WIT 


7#® 28 FTOft, 2013] 


^-TTFj Slf^FR: 


F° WT FT TTOlt FTOT ddTlld fTOTT fcFTt 

7T° TO 1FF1 FTOIF %TOTf 

RteTiF 


^Ft 3 TTOf 67 

334 

dU'ldMK 

3 HR 4 I 

65.730 

TO 

iFftTl 67 

413 

4 Ummk 

FlftF 

36.451 

TO 


^T:-102.181 tTO (TOFT) 
F 252.49 T7F? (TOFT) 

1. TTPT^TTl 3TTOlf (TO) ^ 3Tf% fro;TO TOT FTOTTOTT: 

87 (TO), 88 (TO), 104 (TO), 105 (TO), 

106 (TO), 107 (TO), 108 (TO), 109 (TO), 110 (TO), 111 (TO), 112 (TO), 130, 131 (TO), 132 (TO), 

133 FT 139, 140 (TO), 143 (TO), 145 (TO), 147 (TO), 148 FT 183, 184 (TO), 185 (TO), 190 (TO), 191 

(TO), 192 (TO), 193, 194 (TO), 195 (TO), 196 (TO) I 

2. TOfFikr (TO) 3 3Tf%fTO;FI^F^FIFWn: 

493 (TO), 495 (TO), 496 (TO), 547 (TO), 549 (TO), 550 (TO), 551, 552, 553 (TO), 557 (TO), 558 

^ 563, 565 ( TO), 578 FT 587, 598 ( TO), 599, 600, 605, 633 ( TO) I 
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^ftTTT^T: 

^-73 T5TT, TTR^Rt if ‘ ‘ ^ ” Tl 3TTGT#ftt 'W 4Bs4i<=b 145, 147, 143, 140, 131, 88, 105, 106, 

107/2, 107/1, 108, 109, 110, 111 Wtfafa kdlcGHte4i=b 547, 549, 550, 

553, 557, 496, 495, 493, 565 Tt t 3ffc fsRJ “n” TrfRvpft 11 

H-T ^TT, WT WfTr^'TTTSTTTSTr^ 565 7(^7 WWW 563, 578, 586^^, kdli Bts/lk 587, 598^^ 
3fR^uft, 599^^7lf[3fkTJ#, 600, 605 ^ TltTr 7=1 fRftff =3n# f 31^7 ‘ V ’ T7 fRvl# t | 

TT-^T 77TT, TUB ft^T =£ TTU IMi 605 =£ TTfaT 3fl7 633 7l #U7 =TRft t fTT 7PT ^cfTt 3TR^ 3 TT?T ^ft 

tfrr mi<tBls4i<=b 185, 184, 190, 191, 192, 194, 195, 196/1 =TRftf 3?l7 ‘ ‘-si ’ ’ T7 f*TvTcft tl 

■sf-^ ^TT, TTR^flsrq^^ kdlcGHtem 196/1, 196/2, 145 TT jpITcft 13?l7 fsr^ ‘‘^’ xpr f | 

[TP 43015-05/201 l-T[3TR3Tlis^-I] 

cft° T7f° TUn, 3777 T#T4 


New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2013 

S.O. 1253. —Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal number S.O. 2349, 
dated the 29th August, 2011 issued under sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 or 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), and published in the Gazette of India, 
Part-II, Section 3, sub-section (ii), dated the 3rd September, 2011, the Central Government gave notice of its intention 
to prospect for coal in 103.000 hectares (approximately) or 254.51 acres (approximately) of the land in the locality 
specified in the Schedule annexed to that notification. 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that coal is obtainable in a part of the said land specified in the 
Schedule appended to this notification. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby gives notice of its intention to acquire the land measuring 102.181 hectares (approximately) or 
252.49 acres (approximately) as Surface Rights in and over the said land described in the Schedule apended hereto. 

Note 1: The plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/LAND/437, dated the 28th January, 2013 of the area 

covered by this notification may be inspected in the office of the Collector, District Umaria (Madhya 
Pradesh) or in the office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001 or in the 
office of the South Eastern Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495006 
(Chhattisgarh). 

Note 2: Attention is hereby invited to the provisions of Section 8 of the said Act which provides as follows:— 

Objection to acquisition: 

"8. (1) Any person interested in any land in respect of which a notification under Section 7 has been issued may, 
within thirty days of the issue of the notification, object to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the land or any 
rights in or over such land. 

Explanation. —It shall not be an objection within the meaning of this section for any person to say that he himself 
desires to undertake mining operations in the land for the production of coal and that such operations should not be 
undertaken by the Central Government or by any other person. 

(2) Every objection under sub-section (1) shall be made to the competent authority in writing, and the competent 
authority shall give the objector an opportunity of being heard either in person or by a legal practitioner and shall, after 
hearing all such objections and after making such further inquiry, if any, as he thinks necessary, either make a report in 
respect of the land which has been notified under sub-section (1) of Section 7 or of rights in or over such land, or make 
different Reports in respect of different parcels of such land or of rights in or over such land, to the Central Government, 
containing his recommendations on the objections, together with the record of the proceedings held by him, for the 
decision of the Government. 
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(3) For the purposes of this section, a person shall be deemed to be interested in land who would be entitled to 
claim an interest in compensation if the land or any rights in or over such land were acquired under this Act." 

Note 3: The Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001, has been appointed by the Central 

Government as the competent authority under section 3 of the said Act, vide Notificiation Number 
S.O. 905, dated the 20th March, 1987, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of 
India, dated the 4th April, 1987. 

SCHEDULE 

Pinoura Depillaring Block, Phase-IInd, Johilla Area 
District - Umaria (Madhya Pradesh) 

[Plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/LAND 437, dated the 28th January, 2013] 


Surface Rights: 


Sr. 

No. 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

halk 

General 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 

hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Deori Amhai 67 

334 

Nowrozabad 

Umaria 

65.730 

Part 

2. 

Pinoura 

67 

413 

Nowrozabad 

Umaria 

36.451 

Part 






Total:-102.181 hectares (approximately) 







or 252.49 acres (approximately) 

1 . 

Plot number to be acquired in village Deori Amhai (Part): 





87 (P), 88 (P), 104 (P), 105 (P), 106 (P), 107 (P), 108 (P), 109 (P), 110 (P), 111 (P), 112 to 130, 131 (P), 
132 (P), 133 to 139, 140 (P), 143 (P), 145 (P), 147 (P), 148 to 183, 184 (P), 185 (P), 190 (P), 191 (P), 
192(P), 193, 194 (P), 195 (P), 196 (P) 


2. Plot numbers to be acquired in village Pinoura (Part): 

493 (P), 495 (P), 496 (P), 547 (P), 549 (P), 550 (P), 551, 552, 553 (P), 557(P), 558 to 563, 565 (P), 578 
to 587, 598 (P) 599, 600, 605, 633 (P). 

Boundary description: 

A-B Line starts from point 'A' in village Deori Amhai and passes through plot number 145, 147, 143, 140, 
131, 88, 105, 106, 107/2, 107/1, 108, 109, 110, 111 then enter in village pinoura and passes through 547, 
549, 550, 553, 557, 496, 495, 493, 565 and meets at point 'B'. 

B-C Line passes in village Pinoura throught plot number 565, along eastern boundary of plot number 563, 
578, 586, eastern and southern boundary of plot number 587, 598, northern and eastern boundary of plot 
number 599, eastern boundary of plot number 600, 605 and meets at point 'C'. 

C-D Line passes in village Pinoura along southern boundary of plot number 605, through 633 then enter in 
village Deori Amhai and passes through 185, 184, 190, 191, 192, 194, 195, 196/1 and meets at point 'D'. 

D-A Line passes in village Deori Amhai through plot number 196/1, 196/2, 145 and meets at starting point 'A'. 

[No. 43015-05/2011-PRIW-I] 
V. S. RAN A, Under Secy. 

^feFHT 3fk HFbfcFb HHIcHd 

Revi], 2 u(o1l4, 2013 

■^51 3RT 1254 —<=6^4 BCbK dl<=bfed 3 wRtPuf fe etaftlFlqS TTR ff (H|fcn) TT TFTJ[ 

(eScdlBhd) THtNft (5WP5) HHT Hi H) feR 3TRR SKI MLMdlsH R®lf wft 

i 
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3fk WR NTt ^Rft touT 4? 1 2 3 4 5 6 


STTK5R $ fef^ T? 3TFRRFF Mel FtcTT t f% ^Rft ^ 3 


^ ^RT Rl NMMcsi 3^-cfi if nWcT t, 3fk fwTRFF \3~TcT 


1693 

00 

04 

59 

feJOTij RTF! NR TTRRTTN t, NRrfr 

N cj? 3rf§TNRR NR 


1690 

00 

01 

98 

3lwfd f^n NTTR 1 



3 ^ciRtjei 

851 

00 

00 

36 

3TRT: 3R, RTR4RR, ^tfeUFT 3ftR 

RsTRIwT 


869 

00 

02 

40 

TT^TeTT^N ('J-jft T NTTH ^ TTfsTTTR NR 

3TRfN) 


792 

00 

01 

87 

3Tf^PFT,1962 (1962 NR 50) N^ ?TRT 3 

N?t RWRT (l) 






sTRT NNRT RRklNl NR NNtR NTRcl §R NRT T NMNHI ^ 


856 

00 

01 

01 

srfemr? 4^ 3i#4 4^ ^ sn?ra ^fmui 4?Rcfr t i 


728/1 

00 

01 

89 

NTtf RNfrFT, NlT \3Nd SJd/^41 if nMcT ^ if ftcTN^ 


844,845 

00 

06 

70 

t.NRT cTT^tRT Rl, f^RFFt SjRT 3#I^HI 3 ^NR NIRcT N^ 

4 %FJRR5 

15 

00 

02 

03 

RMMd ^ ^rirRIT RTTRTRU NFTdT NTf NReW NTRT ^T RiTTcfT 


36 

00 

11 

73 

t, RNN^ f^T N^ R?TcTR, tR[ N^ ^1 WURT^T 

fejRRR 






wIN N> fefT '3RT^T vJTTTT ^ 3rf£TNRR ^ 3TwfR c£ RfNR T 


795 

00 

06 

94 

sft ftcfFT NRRTR 3T¥NTcR, RTSTT NTf^TNRft, MIR|41 t- 


876 

00 

01 

20 

RFNcTJR-RFTJR-#^ mRnIwHI, R?—13, 

RlNRR 


48/1 

00 

00 

45 

1, NTNfcT f^TR, RWJR -492006 (WffRFTS) NTt RlRsId 


20 

00 

00 

36 

NT STTSfa RfRT RTNRTT I 












19 

00 

00 

76 

3T3R£^ 




738 

00 

03 

26 

d^'ifld : #%R faefT : NTTNEffR—RTTNT 

RTwTf : RJrflRFTN 


44 

00 

02 

77 

TUT NR NTT RNRTRT 

«FTNkR 



737 

00 

02 

01 

RT. RT 

eNcTNR 

RNR RPf ^flTR 


33 

00 

04 

17 

12 34 

5 

6 


42 

00 

07 

54 

1 NRRTNT 177/8 00 

09 

72 

5. R/’fFftR 

45/26 

00 

20 

16 

177/9 00 

00 

92 


46 

00 

11 

44 

177/7,177/13 00 

03 

96 


88 

00 

00 

66 

177/12 00 

01 

76 


268 

00 

03 

25 

177/10 00 

08 

94 


293 

00 

02 

08 

286/6 00 

01 

35 


45/1 NT 

00 

02 

45 

286/3 00 

03 

00 


45/1R 

00 

01 

71 

224 00 

03 

60 


266 

00 

11 

15 

251 00 

04 

62 


68 

00 

00 

47 

164/1 00 

04 

88 


77 

00 

00 

94 

2 RRTfN 1652 00 

01 

00 


53 

00 

00 

55 

1696 00 

14 

94 


52 

00 

02 

28 

2264 00 

00 

43 


56/6 NT 

00 

03 

78 

1676 00 

00 

35 

6 NRTRTNW 

o 

1556 

00 

02 

95 

1677 00 

01 

91 


1551/2 

00 

07 

00 
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1 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 






2849/1 

00 

02 

35 

6 4x^14)*; (^t) 1604/4 

00 

08 

46 

7 3TPscp7T 

1290/3 

00 

00 

20 


2852 

00 

05 

28 

1562/2 

00 

00 

20 


2891/2 

00 

03 

33 

1562/4 

00 

00 

53 


2897 

00 

05 

58 

1388/3 

00 

00 

10 


415/3 

00 

01 

12 

1388/2,1388/4 

00 

02 

53 


495/6 

00 

02 

10 

1272/7 

00 

03 

42 


2840 /45T 

O 

00 

05 

40 

1618 

00 

01 

25 


2895 

00 

01 

32 

1385/1,1386/1 

00 

01 

18 


1408/4 

00 

03 

45 

1561 

00 

00 

69 


1408/1 

00 

01 

01 

1390 

00 

00 

37 


1449 

00 

00 

44 

1382,1383 

00 

01 

63 


1510/2 

00 

01 

11 

1378/1 

00 

01 

97 


1510/4 

00 

03 

21 

1378/4 

00 

02 

29 


1513 

00 

01 

22 

1299 

00 

02 

92 


1543 

00 

01 

29 

1303 

00 

02 

44 


1098 

00 

02 

46 

1302 

00 

01 

66 


1095 

00 

00 

56 

1304 

00 

02 

50 


488 

00 

00 

75 

1358/1 

00 

00 

15 


494/2 

00 

01 

47 

1523 

00 

00 

83 


261 

00 

00 

51 

7 3T^7T 1097/4 

00 

09 

90 


1276/2 

00 

05 

07 

1148/3 

00 

04 

36 


195 

00 

00 

52 

1411/3 

00 

00 

44 


31/1 

00 

01 

44 

1412/2 

00 

03 

06 


53 

00 

00 

58 

1414/4 

00 

07 

56 


1462/1 

00 

02 

36 

1414/7 

00 

04 

68 


1284/2 

1501 

00 

00 

00 

01 

53 

83 

1467/3 

00 

04 

50 


1415 

00 

00 

62 

1502/1 

00 

01 

37 


1400 

00 

01 

65 

1502/2 

00 

05 

16 


1397 

00 

00 

12 

1502/3 

00 

05 

22 


44 

00 

01 

27 

1510/2 

00 

01 

11 


197/2 

00 

00 

56 

244/3 

00 

01 

80 


412 

00 

01 

15 

244/6 

00 

01 

40 


410 

00 

03 

09 

244/7 

00 

02 

60 


1286/2 

00 

00 

53 

2849/3 

00 

05 

04 


2851/2 

00 

02 

54 

2899 

00 

01 

97 


2841 

00 

01 

15 
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1 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 (mft) 2901/2 

00 

07 

75 

9 


570 

00 

03 

14 

1450 

00 

02 

05 



102 

00 

03 

63 

1394 

00 

01 

12 

10 


16 

00 

00 

30 

8 715/1? 

00 

04 

46 


(mm «-l) 





715/DT 

00 

00 

38 

11 


98 

00 

12 

97 






(mm «-2 

) 




715/m 

00 

10 

26 













70 

00 

00 

70 

715/m 

00 

02 

73 











12 


81 

00 

05 

11 

715/1 U 

00 

01 

85 


(mm mu-3) 





698 

00 

00 

35 



80 

00 

00 

26 

700 

00 

03 

47 



84 

00 

00 

20 

9 238 

00 

01 

86 



88 

00 

00 

84 

72 

00 

01 

68 



98 

00 

29 

16 

571 

00 

00 

92 



83 

00 

00 

74 

247 

00 

01 

50 

13 


727/1 

00 

02 

52 

263/2 

00 

01 

50 


(mm w-i) 

658/2 

00 

08 

04 

2545/2 

00 

08 

28 



667 

00 

09 

75 

597/1 4? 

O 

00 

00 

72 



730 

00 

01 

29 

248 

00 

02 

39 



662 

00 

04 

51 

245 

00 

07 

56 



811 

00 

00 

54 

2024 

00 

29 

14 



813 

00 

02 

13 

2025 

00 

09 

26 



725 

00 

02 

59 

2023/ 4? 

O 

00 

32 

02 



653 

00 

01 

90 

246/1 

00 

03 

00 



666 

00 

05 

41 

62,63 

00 

01 

72 



818 

00 

03 

91 

67 

00 

00 

40 



663 

00 

05 

89 

2482 

00 

02 

54 



721 

00 

03 

86 

2520 

00 

02 

00 



719 

00 

01 

91 

2546 

00 

03 

68 



716 

00 

00 

67 

2539 

00 

01 

50 

14 

'lie'll 

690 

00 

01 

96 

567 

00 

00 

58 


(mm mu-2) 

692 

00 

00 

31 

237 

00 

04 

01 



700 

00 

09 

82 

103 

00 

01 

18 



17 

00 

10 

40 

101 

00 

02 

51 

15 

0ldcKI 

322 

00 

00 

42 

59,60 

00 

03 

15 



261 

00 

01 

85 

98 

00 

00 

28 



748 

00 

06 

23 
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1 


15 


16 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

cbl^cNI (Wft) 310 

00 

03 

96 

16 vjTTR (^Tpft) 460 

00 

01 

06 


810 

00 

00 

57 

423 

00 

00 

20 


329 

00 

15 

30 

67 

00 

00 

88 


38 

00 

19 

06 

140 

00 

09 

88 


317 

00 

05 

40 

134 

00 

00 

74 


911,912/2 

00 

02 

66 

456 

00 

03 

74 


848 

00 

01 

19 

458 

00 

00 

69 


274 

00 

12 

52 

416 

00 

00 

87 


272 

00 

00 

80 

111 

00 

02 

52 


809 

00 

00 

30 

115 

00 

00 

42 


34 

00 

00 

54 

17 581 

00 

07 

46 


306 

00 

00 

95 

571 

00 

04 

67 


28 

00 

01 

01 

678 

00 

06 

84 


326 

00 

01 

13 

83 

00 

09 

36 


841 

00 

01 

47 

578 

00 

03 

15 


30 

00 

02 

06 

650 

00 

18 

00 


308 

00 

01 

81 

569 

00 

05 

15 


847 

00 

05 

88 

559 

00 

07 

17 


241 

00 

01 

19 

544 

00 

00 

89 


917 

00 

00 

38 

580 

00 

02 

93 


325 

00 

02 

20 

665 

00 

17 

03 


37 

00 

00 

29 

545 

00 

02 

27 


330 

00 

06 

86 

673 

00 

06 

96 


145 

00 

01 

15 

557 

00 

00 

61 


438 

00 

00 

33 

552 

00 

04 

06 


66 

00 

02 

61 

[>ET. 3TR- 

-25011/28/2011- 

-3fT3TR-I] 


439 

00 

01 

19 



3 

O 

rRR TTf^fcl 


455 

00 

02 

83 









MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 


77 

00 

02 

40 










New Delhi, the 2nd July, 2013 



137 

00 

01 

27 










S.O. 1254. — Whereas, it appears to the Central 


373 

00 

00 

92 

Government that it is necessary in the public interest that 


404 

00 

00 

45 

for the transportation of petroleum products from Paradip 


642 

00 

05 

40 

(Orissa) to Raipur (Chhattisgarh)& Ranchi (Jharkhand), a 
Pipeline” should be laid by Indian Oil Corporation 


16 

00 

05 

84 

Limited; 





136 

00 

01 

57 

And w]hereas, it appears to the Central Government 


that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary 


144 

00 

01 

92 

to acquire the right of user 

in the land under which the 
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said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is described 
in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the 
said schedule may, within twenty-one days from the date 
on which the copies of the Gazette of India containing 
this notification are made available to the General Public, 
object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user 
therein or laying of the pipeline under the land to 
Shri Dilip Kumar Agrawal,Competent Authority, Indian 
Oil Corporation Limited,Paradip - Sambalpur - Raipur - 
Ranchi Pipeline Project, A-13, Sector -1, Avanti Vihar, 
Raipur - 492006, Chhattisgarh. 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: Jajaipur 

District: Janjgir 
Champa 

State: Chhattisgarh 

SI. Name of the Khasara 


Area 


No. Village 

No. Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 Parsada 

177/8 

00 

09 

72 


177/9 

00 

00 

92 


177/7,177/13 

00 

03 

96 


177/12 

00 

01 

76 


177/10 

00 

08 

94 


286/6 

00 

01 

35 


286/3 

00 

03 

00 


224 

00 

03 

60 


251 

00 

04 

62 


164/1 

00 

04 

88 

2 Hasaud 

1652 

00 

01 

00 


1696 

00 

14 

94 


2264 

00 

00 

43 


1676 

00 

00 

35 


1677 

00 

01 

91 


1693 

00 

04 

59 


1690 

00 

01 

98 

3 Devarghata 

851 

00 

00 

36 


869 

00 

02 

40 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

3 Devarghata 

792 

00 

01 

87 

(Contd.) 

856 

00 

01 

01 


728/1 

00 

01 

89 


844,845 

00 

06 

70 

4 Baihagudru 

15 

00 

02 

03 


36 

00 

11 

73 


795 

00 

06 

94 


876 

00 

01 

20 


48/1 

00 

00 

45 


20 

00 

00 

36 


19 

00 

00 

76 


738 

00 

03 

26 


44 

00 

02 

77 


737 

00 

02 

01 


33 

00 

04 

17 


42 

00 

07 

54 

5 Tumidih 

45/26 

00 

20 

16 


46 

00 

11 

44 


88 

00 

00 

66 


268 

00 

03 

25 


293 

00 

02 

08 


45/1 G 

00 

02 

45 


45/lTha 

00 

01 

71 


266 

00 

11 

15 


68 

00 

00 

47 


77 

00 

00 

94 


53 

00 

00 

55 


52 

00 

02 

28 


56/6 K 

00 

03 

78 

6 Kutrabod 

1556 

00 

02 

95 


1551/2 

00 

07 

00 


1604/4 

00 

08 

46 


1290/3 

00 

00 

20 


1562/2 

00 

00 

20 


1562/4 

00 

00 

53 


1388/3 

00 

00 

10 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 2 3 

4 

5 

6 


1388/2,1388/4 

00 

02 

53 

2895 

00 

01 

32 


1272/7 

00 

03 

42 

1408/4 

00 

03 

45 


1618 

00 

01 

25 

1408/1 

00 

01 

01 


1385/1,1386/1 

00 

01 

18 

1449 

00 

00 

44 


1561 

00 

00 

69 

1510/2 

00 

01 

11 


1390 

00 

00 

37 

1510/4 

00 

03 

21 


1382,1383 

00 

01 

63 

1513 

00 

01 

22 


1378/1 

00 

01 

97 

1543 

00 

01 

29 


1378/4 

00 

02 

29 

1098 

00 

02 

46 


1299 

00 

02 

92 

1095 

00 

00 

56 


1303 

00 

02 

44 

488 

00 

00 

75 


1302 

00 

01 

66 

494/2 

00 

01 

47 


1304 

00 

02 

50 

261 

00 

00 

51 


1358/1 

00 

00 

15 

1276/2 

00 

05 

07 


1523 

00 

00 

83 

195 

00 

00 

52 

7 Odekera 

1097/4 

00 

09 

90 

31/1 

00 

01 

44 


1148/3 

00 

04 

36 

53 

00 

00 

58 


1411/3 

00 

00 

44 

1462/1 

00 

02 

36 


1412/2 

00 

03 

06 

1284/2 

00 

00 

53 


1414/4 

00 

07 

56 

1501 

00 

01 

83 


1414/7 

00 

04 

68 

1415 

00 

00 

62 


1467/3 

00 

04 

50 

1400 

00 

01 

65 


1502/1 

00 

01 

37 






1502/2 

00 

05 

16 

1397 

00 

00 

12 


1502/3 

00 

05 

22 

44 

00 

01 

27 


1510/2 

00 

01 

11 

197/2 

00 

00 

56 


244/3 

00 

01 

80 

412 

00 

01 

15 


244/6 

00 

01 

40 

410 

00 

03 

09 


244/7 

00 

02 

60 

1286/2 

00 

00 

53 


2849/3 

00 

05 

04 

2851/2 

00 

02 

54 


2899 

00 

01 

97 

2841 

00 

01 

15 


2849/1 

00 

02 

35 






2852 

00 

05 

28 

2901/2 

00 

07 

75 


2891/2 

00 

03 

33 

1450 

00 

02 

05 


2897 

00 

05 

58 

1394 

00 

01 

12 


415/3 

00 

01 

12 

8 Galgaladih 715/1H 

00 

04 

46 


495/6 

00 

02 

10 

715/lBHa 

00 

00 

38 


2840 /Ka Tukdha 

00 

05 

40 

715/1 Anga 

00 

10 

26 
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2 3 

4 

5 

6 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

715/lTha 

00 

02 

73 

12 Guchkuliya 

81 

00 

05 

11 





(Mahal-3) 

80 

00 

00 

26 

715/1 Anda 

00 

01 

85 

84 

00 

00 

20 


698 

00 

00 

35 


88 

00 

00 

84 

700 

00 

03 

47 


98 

00 

29 

16 

Thathari 238 

00 

01 

86 


83 

00 

00 

74 

72 

00 

01 

68 

13 Nandeli 

727/1 

00 

02 

52 

571 

00 

00 

92 

(Mahal-1) 

658/2 

00 

08 

04 

247 

00 

01 

50 


667 

00 

09 

75 

263/2 

00 

01 

50 


730 
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[No. R-25011/ 28 /2011-OR-IJ 
PAWAN KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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3#RRW9R ^TFTFR R. 1, ^ ^ W WIT 
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06-06-2013 ^fl 7TRT f3TT 2R 1 

pm. 4 Hr1-42012/09/2012-31^31R(^)] 
■^fr^rffPTTl, spRRfRR 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O. 1255. —In pursuance of Section 2A (2) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 141/ 
2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, No. l,New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of The Principal, St. Stephen's College, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
06/06/2013. 


[F.No. L-42012/09/2012-IR(DU)J 
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JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R.K. YADAY, PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO.l, KARKARDOOMA COURTS 
COMPLEX, DELHI. 

I.D. No. 141/2012 

Mohd. Yasin S/o Wali Mohd. 

R/o Servants Quarter No. 2, 

Near Principal's Residence, 

St. Stephen's College, 

Delhi University, 

Delhi-110007 ....Workman 

Versus 

The Principal, 

St. Stephen's College, 

Delhi University, 

Delhi-110007 . Management 

AWARD 

Mohd. Yasin works as a mess helper with St. Stephen 
College, University of Delhi, since 1992. In the year 2005, 
his wife suffered burn injuries. On humiliation 
considerations, St. Stephen's College (hereinafter 
referred to as the College) decided to accommodate him 
in quarter No. 2, attached with Principal's residence, as a 
temporary measure. He assured the College that he will 
vacate the said quarter as and when so demanded, since 
the quarter was specially ment to accommodate servants 
who were attached to the Principal’s residence. On 
9.11.10, the Principal of the College asked Shri Yasin to 
vacate the quarter. Shri Yasin did not comply with the 
request. On 29.11.10, he was again asked to vacate the 
quarter, which request was also not complied with. The 
College filed a suit for recovery of possession against 
Mohd. Yasin, which pends adjudication before Civil Judge, 
Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi. Mohd. Yasin also filed a Civil 
suit seeking prohibitory orders against the College, which 
suit was later on withdrawn by him. Thereafter he 
approached the Conciliation Officer, thereby raising an 
industrial dispute before him. Since the College contested 
his claim, conciliation proceedings ended into a failure. 
On consideration of failure report, submitted by the 
Conciliation Officer, the appropriate Govt, referred the 
dispute to the Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 
New Delhi, for adjudication, vide No. 42012/09/2012- 
ID(DU) New Delhi, dated 13.09.2013, with following 
terms: 

"Whether the action of the Principal/Management 
of St. Stephen's College, University of Delhi, Delhi asking 
the workman, Mess Helper, Mohd. Yasin S/o Wali Mohd. 
to vacate the quarter No.2 and non deduction of rent/ 


license fees thereof from salary of December, 2010 
onward by the principal/management of St. Stephen's 
College, University of Delhi, Delhi is justified or not? If 
not, What relief the workman concerned is entitled to?" 

2. Claim statement was filed by Shri Mohd. Yasin 
(hereinafter referred to as the claimant) pleading therein 
that he was working as mess helper with the College since 
1992. His wife suffered burn injuries in the year 2005, 
for which she was treated at Sunder Lai Jain Hospital, 
Ashok Vihar, New Delhi. The claimant was in dire need of 
a reasonable accommodation, hence applied to the 
College for allotment of a staff quarter on medical 
grounds. The College allotted him quarter No. 2, attached 
with the Principal's residence in Feb. 2008. On 9.11.10, 
the Principal asked him to vacate the quarter. He sent 
suitable reply to the letter. On 24.11.10 another notice 
was sent by the Principal which was also replied by him. 
Legal notice dated 15.12.10 was received by him, which 
was also suitably replied. The College filed a civil suit, 
wherein he had taken an objection that the dispute is an 
industrial dispute and civil court has no jurisdiction to try 
it. He filed a civil suit against the College, which was later 
on withdrawn by him. He details that the College has 
started deducting license fee towards that quarter from 
his salary. The College has no right to cancel allotment 
of the aforesaid quarter. There are about 60 group 'D' 
emloyees with the College, out of whom 41 employees 
have espoused his cause. He filed claim before the 
Conciliation Officer and his dispute was referred for 
adjudication. He claims that the College may be directed 
not to ask him to vacate quarter No. 2 attached with the 
Principal's residence and to restart deduction of licence 
fee from his salary as usual. 

3. Claim was demurred by the College pleading that 
when wife of the claimant suffered burn injuries in 2005, 
the claimant was accommodate in quarter No. 2 attached 
with the Pincipal's residence as a temporary arrangement 
with a condition that he would vacate it as and when 
required since that quarter was ment for accommodation 
of servants attached to the Principals residence like cook, 
gardner, driver etc. The quarter was not a part of general 
pool accommodation. As per rules of allotment no quarter 
is set apart from allotment, on medical grounds. The 
claimant never made any application for allotment of the 
quarter on medical grounds. He was called upon to vacate 
that quarter by way of service of written notices, but he 
failed to comply the same. The College used to deduct 
nominal amount of Rs. 900 as a license fee, which was 
stopped from December 2010. A civil suit for recovery 
of possession of the said quarter awaits adjudication. 
Provision of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (in short 
the Act), are not applicable. The dispute raised by the 
claimant is not an industrial dispute within the meaning 
of Section 2(k) of the Act. The claimant is not entitled to 
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any relief, hence his claim may be dismissed, pleads the 
College. 

4. Vide notification No. A-11016/3/2009-CLS-II, 
New Delhi dated 03-04-2013, additional charge of the 
post of the Presiding Officer, Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. II, New Delhi, was assigned to the 
undersigned by the appropriate Government and thus, this 
case reached this Tribunal for adjudication. 

5. Arguments were heared at the bar. The claimant 
with the assistance of Shri B.K. Prasad and Sh. Om Prakash 
Sharma, Advocates, advanced arguments over the matter. 
None come forward on behalf of the College to raise their 
submission. I have given careful considerations to the 
arguments advanced at the bar and cautiously passed the 
record. My findings on issues involved in the controversy 
are as follows. 

6. On perusal of reference order No. 42012/09/ 
2012-ID(DU) New Delhi, dated 13.09.2013, on the 
strength on which the dispute was referred for 
adjudication, it came to light that the dispute was raised 
by the claimant before the Conciliation Officer as on 
individual workman. Failure report No. ALC-HQSP/8( 16)/ 
11 dated 19.01.2012 has been placed over the record by 
the claimant. This report project that the dispute raised 
by the claimant was espoused by a group of 41 employees 
of the College. To support that fact, alleged espousal letter 
is also available over the record. Contents of this letter 
bring it over the record that a proposal was made by 41 
employees to the effect that the claimant may raise his 
dispute before the Conciliation Officer and on failure of 
conciliation proceedings he may get adjudication of 
industrial dispute from an industrial adjudicator by 
peaceful means. Therefore a question for consideration 
would be as to whether the above proposal is an espousal 
of the cause of the claimant by 41 employees of the 
College. Before adverting to this exercise, it would be 
expedient to ascertain as to what "industrial dispute" 
means? For an answer, definition of the term industrial 
dispute is to be construed. For sake of convenience, 
definition of the term "industrial dispute", as defined by 
section 2(k) of the Act, is reproduce thus: 

"(k) "Industrial dispute" means any dispute or 
difference between employers and employers, or between 
employers and workmen, or between workmen and 
workmen, which is connected with the employment or 
non-employment or the terms of employment or with the 
conditions of labour, of any persons," 

7. The definition of "Industrial dispute" referred 
above, can be divided into four parts, viz. (i) factum of 
dispute, (2) parties to the dispute, viz. (a) employers and 
employers, (b) employer and workmen, or (c) workmen 
and workmen, (3) subject matter of the dispute, which 
should be connected with-(i) employment or non 
employment, or (ii) terms of employment, or (iii) 
condition of labour of any person, and (4) it should relate 
to an "industry". 


8. The definition of "industrial dispute" is worded 
in very wide terms and unless they are narrowed by the 
meaning given to word "workman" it would seem to include 
all "employers", all "employments" and all "workmen", 
whatever the nature or scope of the employment may be. 
Therefore, except in the case where there can be a dispute 
between the employers and employers and workmen and 
workmen, one of the parties to an industrial dispute must 
be an employee or a class of employees. The first point, 
therefore, to be noted, perhaps self evident, is that the 
phrase " employer and workmen", the plural may include 
singular on either side or any permutation of singular or 
plural, the masculine including the feminine. In order, 
therefore, to determine as to whether a controversy or 
difference or a dispute is an "an industrial dispute' or not, 
it must first be determined whether the workman 
concerned or workmen sponsoring his cause satisfy the 
conditions of clause(s) of section 2 of the Act. Here in 
the case, the college does not dispute that the claimant is 
workman within the meaning of clause(s) of section 2 of 
the Act. 

9. The Apex Court put gloss on the definition of 
"industrial dispute" in Dimakuchi Tea Estate [ 1958( 1) LLJ 
500] and ruled that the expression "any person" in clause 
(k) of section 2 of the Act must be read subject to such 
limitation and qualification as arise from the context, the 
two crucial limitations are (i) the dispute must be a real 
dispute between the parties to the dispute (as indicated in 
the first two parts of the definition clause) so as to be 
capable of selttlement or adjudication by one party to the 
dispute giving necessary relief to other, and (2) the person 
regarding whom the dispute is raised must be one for 
whose employment, non employment, terms of 
employment or conditions of labour, as case may be, the 
parties dispute for a direct or substantial interest. Where 
workman raised a dispute as against their employment, 
the person regarding whose employment, non employer, 
terms of employment or conditions of labour, the dispute 
is raised need not be strictly speaking "workman" within 
the meaning of the Act, but must be one in whose 
employment, non employer, terms of employment, or 
conditions of labour the workmen as a class have a direct 
or substantial interest. The observations made by the Apex 
Court are to be extracted thus: 

"We also agree with the expresssion "any person" is 
not co extensive with any workman, particular or 
otherwise, equal with other, that the crucial test is one of 
community of interest and the person regarding whom 
the dispute is raised must be one in whose employment, 
non employment, terms of employment, conditions of 
labour (as the case may be) the parties to the dispute have 
a direct or substantial interest. Whether such direct or 
substantial interest has been established in a particular 
case will depend on its facts and circumstances." 
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10. In Kyas Construction Company (Pvt.) Ltd. 
[1958 (2) LLJ 66] Apex Court ruled that an industrial dis¬ 
pute need not be a dispute between the employer and his 
workman and that the definition of the expression "indus¬ 
trial dispute "is wide enough to cater a dispute raised by 
the employers's workman with regard to non employment 
of others, who may not be employed as workman at the 
relevant time. The Apex Court in Bombay Union of Jour¬ 
nalist [1961 (ii) LLJ 436] has observed that in each case 
in ascertaining whether an individual dispute has acquired 
the character of an industrial dispute, the test is whether 
at the date of reference, the dispute was taken up as sub¬ 
mitted by the union of the workmen of the employer 
against whom, the dispute is raised by an individual work¬ 
man or by an appreciable number of workemn. In order, 
therefore, to convert an individual dispute into an indus¬ 
trial dispute, it has to be established that it has been taken 
up by the union of employees of the establishment or by 
an appreciable number of the employees of the establish¬ 
ment. As far as union of the workmen of establishment 
itself is concerned, the problem of espousal by them gen¬ 
erally presents little difficulty, since such workmen who 
are members of such unions generally have a continuity 
of interest with an individual employees who is one of 
their fellow workman. But difficulty arise when the cause 
of a workman, in a particular establishment is sponsored 
by a union which is not of the workmen of that establish¬ 
ment but is one of which membership is open to work¬ 
men of their establishment as well as in that industry. In 
such a case a union which has only microscopic number 
of the workmen as its member, cannot sponsor any dis¬ 
pute arising between the workmen and the management. 
A representative character of the union has to be gathered 
from the strength of the actual number of co workers spon¬ 
soring the dispute. The mere fact that a substantial num¬ 
ber of workmen of the establishment in which the con¬ 
cerned workman was employee were also members of 
the union would not constitute sponsorship. It must be 
shown that they were connected together and arrived at 
an understanding by a resolution or by other means and 
collectively submitted the dispute. 

11. The expression "industrial disputes" has been 
construed by the Apex Court to include individual dis¬ 
putes, because of the scheme of the Act. In Raghu Nath 
Gopal Patvardhan [1957 (1) LLJ 27] the Apex Court ruled 
as to what dispute can be called as an industrial dispute. It 
was laid thereon that (1) a dispute between the employer 
and a single workman cannot be an industrial dispute, (2) 
it can not be per-se be an industrial dispute but may be¬ 
come if it is taken up by a trade union or a number of 
workmen. In Dharampal Prem Chand [1965 (1) LLJ 668] 
it was commanded by the Apex Court that a dispute raised 
by a single workman cannot become an industrial dispute 
unless it is supported either by his union or in the ab¬ 
sence of a union by substantial number of workmen. Same 


law was laid in the case of Indian Express Newspaper 
(Pvt.) Limited [1970 (1) LLJ 132]. However in Western 
India Match Company [1970 (II) LLJ 256], the Apex Court 
referred the precedent in Drona Kuchi Tea Estate's case 
[1958 (1) LLJ 60] and ruled that a dispute relating to "any 
person becomes a dispute where the person in respect of 
whom it is raised is one in whose employment, non em¬ 
ployment, terms of employment or conditions of labour, 
the parties, dispute for a direct or substantial interest". 

12. What a substantial or considerable number of 
workmen would be in a given case, depend on particular 
facts of the case. The fact that an "industrial dispute", is 
supported by other workmen will have to be established 
either in the form of a resolution of the union of which 
workman may be member or of the workmen themselves 
who support the dispute or in any other manner. From the 
mere fact that a general union, at whose instance an "in¬ 
dustrial dispute" concerning an individual workman is re¬ 
ferred for adjudication, has on its roll a few of the work¬ 
men of the establishment as its members, it cannot be 
inferred that the individual dispute has been converted into 
an "industrial dispute". The Tribunal has therefore, to con¬ 
sider the question as to how many of the fellow workman 
actually espoused the cause of the concerned workman 
by participating in the particular resolution of the Union. 
In the absence of a such a determination by the Tribunal, 
it cannot be said that the individual dispute acquired the 
character of an industrial dispute and the Tribunal will not 
acquire jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the dispute. Nev¬ 
ertheless, in order to make a dispute an industrial dis¬ 
pute, it is not necessary that there should always be a reso¬ 
lution of substantial or appreciable number of workmen. 
What is necessary is that there should be some express 
or collective will of a substantial or an appreciable mem¬ 
ber of the workmen treating the cause of the individual 
workman as their own cause. Law to this effect was laid 
in R Somasundrameran [1970 (1) LLJ 558]. 

13. It is not necessary that the sponsoring union is 
a registered trade union or a recognized trade union. Once 
it is shown that a body of substantial number of workmen 
either acting through a union or otherwise had sponsored 
the workman's cause, it is sufficient to convert it into an 
industrial dispute. In Pardeep Lamp Works [1970 (1) LLJ 
507] complaints relating to dispute of ten workmen were 
filed before the Conciliation Officer by the individual 
workmen themselves. But their case was subsequently 
taken up by a new union formed by a large number of co 
workmen, if not a majority of them. Since this union was 
not registered or recognized, the workmen elected five 
representatives to prosecute the cases of ten dismissed 
workmen. Thus cases of the dismissed workmen were es¬ 
poused by the new union, yet unregistered and unrecog¬ 
nized. The Apex Court held that the fact that these dis¬ 
putes were not taken up by a registered or recognized union 
does not mean that they were not "industrial dispute". 
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14. It is not expedient that same union should remain 
incharge of that dispute till its adjudication. The dispute 
may be espoused by the workmen of an establishment, 
through a particular union for making such a dispute an 
"industrial dispute", while the workman may be represented 
before the Tribunal for the purpose of section 36 of the 
Act by a member of executive or office bearer of altogether 
another union. The crux of the matter is that the dispute 
should be a dispute between the employer and his 
workmen. It is not necessary that the dispute must be 
espoused or conducted only by a registered trade union. 
Even if a trade union ceases to be registered trade union 
during the continuance of the adjudication proceedings 
that would not affect the maintainability of the order of 
reference. Law to this effect was laid by the High Court 
of Orissa in Gammon India Limited [1974 (II) LLJ 34]. 
For ascertaining as to whether an individual dispute has 
acquired character of an individual dispute, the test is 
whether on the date of the reference the dispute was taken 
up as supported by the union of the workmen of the 
employer against whom the dispute is raised by the 
individual workman or by an appreciable number of the 
workman. In other words, the validity of the reference of 
an industrial dispute must be judged on the facts as they 
stood on the date of the reference and not necessarily on 
the date when the cause occurs. Reference can be made 
to a precedent in Western India Match Co. Ltd. [1970 (II) 
LLJ 256], 

15. With above prelude in mind, now it would be 
ascertained as to whether the dispute was espoused by 
considerable number of the workmen in the establishment 
of the College. The so called espousal letter has been 
termed as "support letter". Recital of support letter details 
that the College is taking steps to get the quarter vacated 
from the claimant. Signatories to that support letter find 
that action to be unjustified. They proposed that the 
claimant may raise his dispute before the Conciliation 
Officer and on failure of conciliation proceedings, the 
claimant may get it adjudicated from an industrial 
adjudicator. This support letter nowhere projects that the 
signatories have taken up the cause of the claimant as their 
own. The signatories do not intend to raise grievances of 
the claimant before the authorities under the Act. They 
simploy advice the claimant to approach the authorities 
under the Act for redressal of his grievances. It is a crystal 
clear that the signatories nowhere intend to take up cause 
of the claimant for redressal by way of associating 
themselves in adjudication process. It is evident that this 
support letter is not an espousal of the cause of the 
claimant before the authorities under the Act. 

16. Assuming, though no admitting that the 
signatories to this support letter intends to espouse the 
cause of the claimant before the authorities under the Act, 
yet this support letter would not help his cause. Sub-section 


(2) of Section 10 of the Act, projects that when an 
industrial dispute is applied in the prescribed manner and 
the appropriate Government is satisfied that the persons 
applying represent the majority of each party, it shall make 
the reference accordingly. Rule 3 of the Industrial Disputes 
(Central) Rules 1957 (in short the Rules) projects as to 
in what form an application under sub-section (2) of the 
Section 10 of the Act shall be made. Rule 4 provides as to 
who shall sign the said application and its accompanying 
statement. For sake of convenience provisions of the 
aforesaid rules are extracted thus: 

"3. Application.—An application under sub-section 
(2) of section 10 for the reference of an industrial dispute 
to a Board, Court, Labour Court, Tribunal or National 
Tribunal shall be made in Form A and shall be delivered 
personally or forwarded by registered post 1 [to the 
Secretary to the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour and Employment (in triplicate)] the Chief Labour 
Commissioner (Central), New Delhi, and the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central), and the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central) concerned. The application shall 
be accompanied by a statement setting forth— 

(a) the parties to the dispute; 

(b) the specific matters in dispute; 

(c) the total number of workmen employed in the 
undertaking affected; 

(d) an estimate of the number of workmen affected 
or likely to be affected by the dispute; and 

(e) the efforts made by the parties themselves to 
adjust the dispute". 

"4. Attestation of Application.—The application and 
the statement accompanying it shall be signed— 

(a) in the case of an employer by the employer 
himself, or when the employer is an 
incorporated company or other body 
corporate, by the agent, manager or other 
principal of the Corporation. 

(b) in the case of workmen, either by the President 
and Secretary of a trade union of the workmen, 
or by five representatives of the workmen duly 
authorised in this behalf at a meeting of the 
workmen held for the purpose; 

(c) in the case of an individual workman, by the 
workman himself or by any officer of the trade 
union of which he is a member or by another 
workman in the same establishment duly 
authorised by him in this behalf: 
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Provided that such workman is not a member of a 
different trade union". 

17. Bare reading of the aforesaid rules make it 
apparent that an application in case of workmen shall 
be signed either by the President and Secretary of a trade 
union or by five representatives of the workmen duly 
authorized in that behalf at a meeting of the workmen 
held for the purpose. In case of a dispute relating to 
dismissal, discharge, retrenchment or otherwise 
termination of a workman by his employer, the 
application may be signed by the individual workman 
himself or by any officer of the trade union or by another 
workman in the same establishment, duly authorized by 
him in this behalf. As admitted by the claimant himself 
application berfore the Conciliation Officer was signed 
by him individually. It was supported by the aforesaid 
support letter signed by 41 employees of the College. 

It is evident that this support letter nowhere answers 
requirement of rule 4 of the Rules. Form A, appended 
to the rules lays emphasis that such an application is to 
be signed by the President and the Secretary of the trade 
union or five representatives of the workmen duly 
authorized in that behalf. When claim statement, filed 
before the Conciliation Officer, was not signed by the 
signatories of the so called support letters, the claim 
was not filed before the Conciliation Officer in 
accordance with the Rules. It cannot be said that the 
cliam was espoused by considerable number of 
workmen in the establishment of the College, when it 
was raised before the Conciliation Officer. The dispute, 
so raised by the claimant, had not acquired status of an 


industrial dispute. It is not a dispute which answer 
parameters of Section 2A of the Act, hence the claimant 
individually cannot raise it. Thus it is evident that the 
dispute had not acquired status of an industrial dispute. 

It remained an individual dispute. The appropriate 
Government was incompetent to refer it for 
adjudication. The reference order cannot grant 
jurisdiction to an industrial adjudication to enter into 
adjudication of the dispute. Claim statement is, 
accordingly, burshed aside. An award is, passed it be 
sent to the appropriate Government for publication. 

Dated: 16.05.2013 

Dr. R. .K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 
Ff far#, 10 ^T, 2013 

4TE55 —3lkjp|ch P44K 3#tfaiq, 1947 (1947 
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(W>f WIT 19, 20, 21, 22, 35/2009 Tyj 89, 90, 91, 
92/2009 ) fa wffa t, fa fagfa WFR fa 06.06. 
2013 fa TRT f3TT «TT I 

[TT. fa T^T-42012/14, 15, 16, 17/2010-3fa 3TR (fa 
gt), fa T^f-42011/26/2010-3TTf 3TR (fa\) fa gcT. 
42012/43, 44, 44, 45, 46/2009-3fa 3TR (fa\)] 
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New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O. 1256. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 19, 20, 21, 22, 35/2010 and 89, 90, 91, 92/2009) of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the Project Director, Zirconium Project and others and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 06.06.2013. 

[F.No. L-42012/14, 15, 16, 17/2010-IR(DU), 
No. L-4201 l/26/2010-IR(DU), 

No. L-42012/43, 44, 45, 46/2009-IR (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 

CHENNAI 

Tuesday the 30th April, 2013 
Present : A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 
I.D. Nos. 19, 20, 21, 22, 35/2010 and 89, 90, 91, 92/2009 
(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(a) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the Management of Zirconium Project and their workmen. 
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s. 

I.D. No. 

Reference 

1st party 

Workman/ 

2nd Party/ 

Appearance 

No. 


No. & Date 

S/Sri 

Petitioner 

Respondent 

for Respondent 

1. 

19/2010 

L-12012/14/ 

P. 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2010-IR(DU) 

Pillaimuthu 

Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




29.04.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/s R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

2. 

20/2010 

L-42012/15/ 

G. 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2010-IR(DU) 

Sahayaraj 

Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




29.04.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/S R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

3. 

21/2010 

L-42012/16/ 

M.A.G. Boras 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2010-IR(DU) 


Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




29.04.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/S R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

4. 

22/2010 

L-42012/17/ 

E. Paulsamy 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2010-IR(DU) 


Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




29.04.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/s R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

5. 

35/2010 

L-42011/26/ 

Mavatta 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2010-IR(DU) 

Pothu 

Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 

Thozhilalar 

Anbazhagan, 

Project 




21.09.2010 

Sangam 

Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/s R. 




Tuticorin 


Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

6. 

89/2009 

L-42012/43/ 

Lionel John 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2009-IR(DU) 

Thanamani 

Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




23.10.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/S R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tutirorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

7. 

90/2009 

L-42012/44/ 

S. Nelson 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2009-IR(DU) 


Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




23.10.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/S R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 

8. 

91/2009 

L-42012/45/ 

P. Nainar 

Ms. D. 

1. Project Director 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 



2009-IR(DU) 


Geetha, S. 

Zirconium 

Advocate 



dated 


Anbazhagan, 

Project 




23.10.2010 


Advocates 

2. The Security 

R2-M/s R. 






Officer, M/s 

Jayaprakash, K. 






Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

Srinivasan, Advocates 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

92/2009 

L-42012/46/ 
2009-IR(DU) 
dated 

23.10.2010 

T. Chendur 

Pandi 

Ms. D. 

Geetha, S. 

Anbazhagan, 

Advocates 

1. Project Director 
Zirconium 

Project 

2. The Security 
Officer, M/s 

Alagu Security 
Services, Tuticorin 

R1 - Sri B. Sekar, 
Advocate 

R2-M/s R. 
Jayaprakash, K. 
Srinivasan, Advocates 


COMMON AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour and 
Employment vide the above order of references referred 
the IDs mentioned above to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in the order of reference 
in the above IDs are as under: 

ID 19/2010 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Project Director, Zirconium Project and their 
contractor with regard to employment of Sri P. 
Pillaimuthu is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the 
action of the management in terminating the 
services of the said workman w.e.f. 20.05.2009 is 
legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

ID 20/2010 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Project Director, Zirconium Project and their 
contractor with regard to employment of Sri G. 
Sahayaraj is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the 
action of the management in terminating the 
services of the said workman w.e.f. 20.05.2009 is 
legal and justified? If yes, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

ID 21/2010 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Project Director, Zirconium Project and their 
contractor with regard to employment of Sri M.A.G. 
Boras is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the action 
of the management in terminating the services of 
the said workman w.e.f. 20.05.2009 is legal and 
justified? If not, what relief the workman is entitled 
to?" 

ID 22/2010 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Project Director, Zirconium Project and their 
contractor with regard to employment of Sri E. 
Paulsamy is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the 
action of the management in terminating the 
services of the said workman w.e.f. 20.05.2009 is 
legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 


ID 35/2010 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Zirconium Project, Tuticorin and their contractor 
M/s Alagu Security Services (P) Ltd. Chennai with 
regard to employment of 45 security staffs (as 
annexed) is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the 
action of the management and contractor, in 
terminating the services of said workmen, is legal 
and justified? If not, what relief the workmen are 
entitled to?" 

ID 89/2009 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Zirconium Complex and M/s Alagu Security 
Services (P) Ltd., with respect to employment of 
Sri A. Lionel John Thanamani is sham and bogus? If 
yes, whether the action of the management in 
terminating the services of the above workman 
w.e.f. 01.05.2009 is legal and justified? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to?" 

ID 90/2009 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Zirconium Complex and M/s Alagu Security 
Services (P) Ltd. with respect to employment of 
Sri S. Nelson is sham and bogus? If yes, whether 
the action of the management in terminating the 
services of the above workman w.e.f. 01.05.2009 
is legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

ID 91/2009 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Zirconium Complex and M/s Alagu Security 
Services (P) Ltd. With respect of employment of 
Sri P. Nainar is sham and bogus? If yes, whether the 
action of the management in terminating the 
services of the above workman w.e.f. 28.04.2009 
is legal and justified? If not what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

ID 92/2009 

"Whether the contract between the management of 
Zirconium Complex and M/s Alagu Security 
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Services (P) Ltd. With respect to employment of 
Sri T. Chendur Pandi is sham and bogus? If yes, 
whether the action of the management in terminating 
the services of the above workman w.e.f. 01.05.2009 
is legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Disputes, this 
Tribunal has numbered it as ID 19, 20, 21, 22, 35 of 2010 
and 89, 90, 91 and 92 of 2009 and issued notices to both 
sides. Both sides entered appearance through their 
Advocates and filed their Claim statements and separate 
Counter Statements as the case may be. The Counsel for 
the petitioners filed a memo stating that the workmen 
whose case is espoused individually or by the Union seek 
the same relief against the same Management and the 
nature of the dispute is also the same. Joint enquiry will 
help the petitioners and the Management to adduce 
common evidence and it is prayed that the same be 
allowed. The Respondents endorsed no objection to the 
demand. On the side of the petitioners WW1 was 
examined, common evidence was recorded in ID 35/2010 
and Ex.Wl to Ex.W31 were marked. On the side of the 
Respondents, MW 1 and MW2 were examined in common 
and Ex.Ml to Ex.M9 (series) and Ex.MlO and Ex.Mll 
marked. The award, herein, accordingly is passed as 
common award for all the IDs and a complete copy of the 
same containing the signature of the Presiding officer 
will be kept in each of the separate ID file. 

3. The averments in the Claim Statements in ID 35/ 
2010 mostly common or the same in all, but with minor 
variations of individual particulars briefly read as 
follows : 

The petitioners viz. S/Sri P. Pillaimuthu, G. 
Sahayaraj, M.A.G. Boras, E Paulsamy, Lionel John 
Thanamanai, S. Nelson, P. Nainar, T. Chenthur Pandi, 
Mavatta Pothu Thozhilalar Sangam (covering 45 
workmen) joined the service of the Respondent. 
Petitioner Pillaimuthu was employed under the First 
Respondent as Security Guard from October 2008 through 
the Contractor. From 20.05.2009 the Respondent did not 
allow him to work and orally terminated his service. 
Petitioner G. Sahayaraj was employed under the First 
Respondent as Security Guard from 01.10.2007 through 
the Contractor. From 20.05.2009 the Respondent did not 
allow him to work and orally terminated his service. 
Petitioner M.A.G. Boras was employed under the First 
Respondent as Security Guard from October 1991 through 
the Contractor. From 20.05.2009 the Respondent did not 
allow him to work and orally terminated his service. 
Petitioner E. Paulsamy was employed under the First 
Respondent as Security Guard from December 1999 
through the Contractor. From 20.05.2009 the Respondent 
did not allow him to work and orally terminated his 
service. Petitioner Lionel John Thanamanai was employed 


under the First Respondent as Security Guard from 
01.12.1991 through the Contractor. From 01.05.2009 the 
Respondent did not allow him to work and orally 
terminated his service. Petitioner S. Nelson was employed 
under the First Respondent as Security Guard from 
18.02.1998 through the Contractor. From 01.05.2009 the 
Respondent did not allow him to work and orally 
terminated his service. Petitioner P. Nainar was employed 
under the First Respondent as Security Guard from 
15.04.1990 through the Contractor. From 01.05.2009 the 
Respondent did not allow him to work and orally 
terminated his service. Petitioner Chendur Pandi was 
employed under the First Respondent as Security Guard 
from 21.04.1997 through the Contractor. From 
01.05.2009 the Respondent did not allow him to work 
and orally terminated his service. The cause of 45 workers 
as per the list attached with the Claim Statement in ID 35/ 
2010 is espoused by the General Secretary of the Union, 
Mavatta Pothu Thozhilalar Sangam. These 45 workers 
were employed under the Respondents since they are 
members of the Petitioner Union. The First Respondent 
is a project of Deptt. of Atomic Energy of the Union 
Government, which was proposed to be established in 
1990 in Tuticorin. Even before establishing the factory 
the First Respondent engaged initially 5 local people as 
Security Guards. They were utilized for all the manual 
works. The total project area extends to 1300 acres/526 
acres. Needing more Security Guards R1 recruited more 
hands in 1991. Initially those engaged as Security Guards 
were utilized by R1 to do all odd and sundry jobs at project 
site assisting the revenue officials, measuring the site, 
cooking, movement of files, etc. when there were no basic 
facilities like drinking water, electricity and gravel road 
amenities. They assisted the Officers of the R1 from the 
very inception of the project viz. surveying the land and 
clearing the jungle, etc. as a perennial natured and essential 
service work. Though engaged by the First Respondent 
wages were paid through Topaz Security Services. They 
were not aware of the consequences of the distinction 
between the First and Second Respondent. From 1990 to 
1997 (20 per day) Topaz Security Service, Madurai was 
given contract and they paid wages to the workers and 
from 1997 to 2000 (Rs. 30/- per day), the Second 
Respondent was given contract and from 2000 to 2003 
(Rs. 40/-) per day Federal Security Bureau, Madras and 
from 2003-2008 (Rs. 80/- per day) to Topaz Security 
Services and from January 2009 till termination 
(Rs. 3720/- per month) to the Second Respondent was 
given contract which was said to be for one year. Though 
several contractors were there the workers continued 
under all of them employed in the First Respondent 
premises. The contract between the First and Second 
Respondent is a sham and fraud denying them legal 
benefits. The workers-security guards joined the Union 
in 2007. Demand was made for minimum wages, canteen 
facilities, wages for weekly off and paid holidays and 
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absorption under Rl. Asst. Labour Commissioner during 
his visit in September 2008 after enquiry directed R2 to 
pay Rs. 120/- instead of Rs. 80/- and the differences for 
October and November 2008. In July 2009 on a strike 
notice on 25.07.2009 in the conciliation initiated by ALC 
the 45 workers were terminated from service violating 
Section-33 of the ID Act. No prior permission had been 
obtained by the Respondents. Workers had rendered more 
than 10 years of service under Rl. Rl industry is 
producing Zirconium metal from Zirconium available in 
beach sand deposits where Rl does the mining of the 
beach sand and process the same to get Zirconium Oxide 
further processed to manufacture Zirconium Sponge. The 
Mines Act 1952 is applicable to the Zirconium 
Management industry. Mines Act defines the Agency under 
Section-2(c) and mine under Section-2 from which it is 
clear that Mines Act does not distinguish between a person 
employed through an Agent or employed directly by an 
owner. The workmen engaged through the Second 
Respondent contract also come under the definition of 
person employed. Rl engaged more than 100 workmen 
in their industry and it is project of Nuclear Fuel Complex, 
a major industrial unit of Deptt. of Atomic Energy. Rl is 
an industrial establishment. The very contract between the 
First Respondent and the Second Respondent, the fact that 
CISF personnel are brought in the place of these workmen 
also establishes that the job of Security Service is an 
inevitable job under Rl. The CISF is supposed to be 
engaged only at the plant site and the Zirconium 
Management is proposing to call for new tender to contract 
out the security service of township area. The malafide 
motive of Rl is thus clear. The action is only to punish 
the workers for joining the Union raising demands. It is 
unfair labour practice of the Rl. The workmen are in 
difficult situation to make their both ends meet. Fresh 
recruitments were made for the post of Security Staff 
after their termination. They are remaining unemployed. 
Engagement is against the provisions of CLRAAct. Their 
termination is illegal and unjustified violating Section- 
25N, 25G, 25H and 33 of ID Act. Hence it is to be held 
that the contract is sham and bogus and the termination is 
illegal and unjustified directing the reinstatement of the 
workmen with all benefits. 

4. Counter Affidavit averments of the First 
Respondent bereft of unnecessary details are as follows : 

Petition is not maintainable in law or on facts. For 
reasons of strategic importance Department of Atomic 
Energy is vested with some special provisions and it is 
the policy of the department that all the operating units 
under it are guarded by paramilitary forces like Central 
Industrial Security Force. Initially pending approval of 
Ministry of Home Affairs sanctioning CISF for Zirconium 
Complex, Palayakayal, private security had been depended 
upon for preventing trespass as well as security of the 
construction materials lying on the open ground extending 


to 1300 acres acquired in the year 1991. Private Security 
Agencies were engaged on open tender basis under which 
in the past (i) M/s. Topaz Security Services, (ii) M/s. Alagu 
Security Services (P) Ltd. (iii) M/s. Federal Security 
Bureau had been engaged from time to time during 
different periods commencing from 1991 to 2009. 
Second Respondent was appointed on 31.12.2008 and an 
agreement was entered into between it and on behalf of 
Respondent No. 1 by Nuclear Fuel Complex for providing 
security at a cost of Rs. 40,84,800 per annum for 
employing 63 personnel to work on round the clock shifts. 
The arrangement was for a period of 1 year w.e.f. 
01.01.2009 or till induction of Central Industrial Security 
Force in the complex of Palayakayal whichever was earlier. 
As per Para-8 of the agreement the security personnel 
were governed by terms and conditions of service entered 
into with Respondent No. 2. Under no account any claim 
or lien or service liability or compensation in respect of 
their employment will lie against the Respondent No. 1. 
Also, Respondent No. 2 shall abide by all Central and State 
Acts, Schemes, Rules and Regulations made there under 
pertaining to employment of labour/security personnel 
and shall be responsible for payment of contributions for 
Provident Fund, compensation and claim arising out of 
such enactments, etc. Respondent No. 2 shall maintain 
proper records, register of accounts in respect of the 
personnel engaged by them for security services in the 
premises of the Zirconium Complex as warranted by all 
statutory enactments and shall furnish the same to 
Respondent No. 1 for verification on demand. After four 
months of the agreement R2 on 30.04.2009 served a 
conditional notice on NFC either to increase contractual 
amount by Rs. 40,000 per month on the ground that R2 
was incurring a loss of Rs. 40,000 or to terminate the 
agreement and requested the firm to be relieved from 
01.08.2009. Since R2 agreed for a consolidated amount 
of Rs. 40,84,800 including Service Tax request of R2 
could not be acceded to. Hence the termination was 
accepted and communication dated 25.07.2009 was given. 
In view of recent terrorist attack in Mumbai using sea 
route and also the threat perception by the terrorist 
organizations to the strategic units of DAE, NFC on behalf 
of Respondent No. 1 has expedited and inducted CISF on 
20.07.2009 in conformity with the policy of the 
department that no project site is left without security. 
During the force of the contract R2 transferred some of 
its Security Guards who have subsequently raised disputes. 
In fact according to R2 services of some of its Security 
Guards were not terminated but they have been intimated 
to come and report for duty at Chennai vide letter dated 
12.09.2009. R2 was ready to accommodate the Security 
Guards transferred elsewhere since they had no other unit 
in Tuticorin after termination of the agreement dated 
31.07.2009. Hence the question of termination will not 
come into picture either by Rl or R2 as stated by 
petitioner. R2 has also written letter dated 15.08.2009 to 
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the Petitioner Union to advise the Security Guards to 
report for duty without any further delay. R2 agreed to 
provide the Security Guards with minimum educational 
qualifications of 8th Standard whereas the Guards were 
having less than the minimum qualification. Hence R2 
asked them to report at Chennai branch. To the Security 
Guards engaged through private security contractors from 
1991 to 31.07.2009 payment was made by contractors 
only. R1 never paid any payment. There was no employer 
employee relationship between R1 and the Private 
Security Guards. R1 also ensured payment of minimum 
wages by R2. Demand for minimum wages, weekly off, 
paid holidays and absorption under R1 is a futile exercise. 
There is no question of termination by R1 or reinstatement 
by Rl. Security Guards were simply workers under 
various Contractors. There being no mining activity by 
Rl it will not fall under mine. Mines Act provisions do 
not apply. ID Act is not applicable to Rl since contract 
labourers are not its employees. In view of termination 
having been served and accepted by R2, conciliation 
proceedings initiated by RLC in response to strike notice 
dated 25.07.2009 of the Petitioner Union to go on strike 
from 11.08.2009 is not maintainable Hence there is no 
question of termination of 45 workers in violation of 
Section-33 of the ID Act. The agreement between R2 and 
that on behalf of Respondent is not sham. The notice of 
termination of contract served by R2 had to be accepted 
by NLC. There is no question of unfair labour practice. 
CISF has already been inducted for safeguarding the 
factory premises of Respondent No. 1. There is no 
provision dealing with the regularization of workmen as 
defined in Section-2(l )(b) of Contract Labour 
(Regulation and Abolition) Act, 1970. No right is 
conferred upon the contract labour to claim regularization 
in contravention of the provisions of the Contract Labour 
Act by Contractor or by the Establishment. The guards 
cannot invoke theory of legitimate expectation or 
regularization when appointment could be made only as 
per selection process. Question of invoking Section-25N 
or 25L does not arise. The process of the Zirconium 
project is not a perennial one. The Atomic Power Plant 
establishment being very sensitive and security of which 
is to be governed by CISF as decided by Home Ministry 
in the context of present day security threats from within 
and outside the country, the private security guards- 
contract workers cannot claim employment. The claim is 
to be dismissed. 

5. Counter Statement averments of the Second 
Respondent briefly read as follows: 

Petitioner suppressed material facts. R2 as 
successful tenderer entered into an agreement on 
01.01.2009 with Rl to provide complete security 
coverage for their project area and had engaged 56 
Security Guards, 6 Asstt. Security Officers and 1 Security 
Officer. Rl terminated the contract w.e.f. 31.07.2009 and 


thereupon R2 sent letters dated 19.10.2010 to all 
employees individually and advised them to report at 
Chennai which they did not comply. They insisted to be 
employed under Rl and alleged to have been terminated 
from service. R2 never terminated them and is ready to 
provide job. It is denied that contract between and Rl and 
R2 is sham and fraud. Demand of minimum wages has 
already been settled between the parties. There is no 
violation of Section-33 of the ID Act. There is no unfair 
labour practice. The dispute is not maintainable as Central 
Government is not an appropriate authority as regards R2 
contractor is concerned. Claim is to be dismissed. 

6. Points for consideration are : 

(i) Whether the contract between the 
Management of Zirconium Project and their 
various Contractors such as M/s Alagu 
Security Services (P) Ltd., with regard to 
employment of Security Staff as in the 
Annexure to ID 35/2010 and the other 
connected IDs is sham and bogus? 

(ii) Whether the action of the management and 
contractor in terminating the services of said 
workmen is legal and justified? 

(iii) To what relief the concerned workmen are 
entitled? 

7. Joint enquiry of the ID 35/2010 with ID Nos. 19, 
20, 21 and 22/2010 and ID Nos. 89, 90, 91 and 92/2009 
was allowed on 08.07.2011 as per order on memo filed 
by the petitioner as conceded to by the Respondents 1 & 
2 by endorsement on the same. 

8. Common evidence in all the IDs was recorded in 
ID 35/2010 consisting of the testimony of WW1 and 
Ex.Wl to Ex.W31 on the side of the petitioners and the 
oral evidence of MW1 and MW2 and Ex.Ml to Ex.M7, 
Ex.M8 (series), Ex.M9 (series), Ex.MlO and Ex.Mll on 
the side of the Respondents. 

9. Points (i), (ii) and (iii) 

Heard both sides. Perused the records, documents, 
evidence and written arguments on the side of the R-l. 
The prominent arguments on behalf of the petitioner 
include that the Principal Employer having not got 
registered for entering into contract labour and Contractor 
not shown to have obtained the license that independent 
contractor was engaged to supply contract agreement to 
the First Respondent does not stand substantiated. In the 
absence of any license there cannot be a valid contract. In 
the absence of compliance with the provisions there 
cannot be a valid contract and the same is only sham. When 
according to MW1, the overall functional control over 
the contract labour is exercised by First Respondent, 
Principal Employer it is indicative of the fact that the 
contract is only sham and nominal and that the workers 







3254 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 6, 2013/ASHADHA 15, 1935 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


are direct workers under the Management. According to 
MW2, First Respondent has disciplinary control and it 
only shows that the workers are again direct workers under 
the First Respondent. Even when without any instruction 
from the First Respondent to engage the same set of 
contract workers yet the same workers are engaged under 
different Contractors and the said fact is indicative of the 
fact that the workers are under the First Respondent. The 
Attendance Sheets spreading over periods show at the end 
of the page signature of the authority of the First 
Respondent. The post of Security Staff is with perennial 
natured work and not seasonal. If there is no vacancy now 
at the planned site, they can be engaged in the township 
They remained engaged for more than 10 years. 

10. Reliance was placed on behalf of the petitioner 
to the decisions of the Apex Court in: 

BHILWARA DUGDH UTPADAK SAHAKARI S. 
LTD. Pi. VINOD KUMAR SHARMA DEAD BY L.RS. 
AND OTHERS (AIR-2011-SC-3546) wherein Apex Court 
held "2. This Appeal has been filed against the impugned 
judgments dated 23.08.2004 and dated 21.09.2004 passed 
by the High Court of Judicature at Rajasthan. 3. This 
Appeal reveals the unfortunate state of affairs prevailing 
in the file of labour relations in our country. 4. In order to 
avoid their liability under various labour statutes 
employers are very often resorting to subterfuge by trying 
to show that their employees are, in fact, the employees 
of a contractor. It is high that this subterfuge must come 
to an end. 5. Labour statutes were meant to protect the 
employees/workmen because it was realized that the 
employers and the employees are not on an equal 
bargaining position. Hence, protection of employee as 
required so that they may not be exploited. However, this 
new technique of subterfuge has been adopted by some 
employers in recent years in order to deny the rights of 
the workmen under various labour statutes by showing 
that the concerned workmen are not their employees but 
are the employees/workmen of a contractor, or that they 
are merely daily wage or short term or casual employees 
when in fact they are doing the work of regular 
employees". 

SECRETARY, HARYANA STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD 
Pi. SURESHAND OTHERS (1999-2-LLN-612) wherein 
it held "Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act, 
1970, S.10 — Concept of contract labour and its effect 
— Electricity Board of Haryana in order to keep its plants 
and stations clean and hygienic, awarding the work to a 
contractor— Work not of seasonal nature — Contract 
itself stipulating number of employees to be engaged for 
the said work — Overall control of working of contract 
labour including administrative control remaining with the 
Board — Board neither registered as principal-employer 
nor contractor was licensed contractor — Held, on lifting 
the veil its clear that there was no contract system with 
the Board as work was of perennial nature — Contractor 


has to be kept out — So-called contract system was only 
a camouflage — Employer-employee relationship is 
easily visualized — Employees who have worked for more 
than 240 days in a year are entitled to be absorbed 
permanently in the Board." 

11. On behalf of the Respondent the conspicuous 
arguments advanced include that it is on a contract for 
agreement with Second Respondent that security 
personnel were engaged to work on round-the-clock for 
one year. As per Para-8 of the agreement the security 
personnel were governed by terms and conditions of 
service with no claim or lien for service liability or 
compensation. R2 was bound to abide by rules and 
regulations including maintenance of records, registers 
furnishing the same to Rl. The agreement was terminated 
for valid reasons after four months. Thereupon the 
proposal to induct CISF as per the policy of the department 
was brought about. R2 had transferred some of its security 
guards elsewhere since they had no other unit in Tuticorin 
but they did not report for duty there. Rl never maintained 
Attendance Registers or Wage Registers of Security 
Guards. Decision on deployment and control on shift 
working were not of Rl. No appointment order has been 
issued by Rl. There is no disciplinary control over the 
Security Guards by Rl. Direct disbursement of wages was 
not made by Rl. The Zirconium project is never a perennial 
one. Being very sensitive the security of the area is to be 
governed by CISF as decided by the Home Ministry. 
Private contract workers cannot be employed there. Now 
the unit has gone on stream and is controlled by 
Government Specialist Security Services. There is no 
employer-employee relationship between Rl and the 
Contract Labour. There is no contract with labourers and 
Rl. 

12. Considering the pros and cons of the contentions 
on either side and on the scrutiny of the records, 
documents and evidence, I am led to the conclusion that 
there is no force in the contentions on behalf of the 
petitioner. With the commencement of the unit at 
Palayakayal engagement of some security personnel 
having become necessary for various purposes connected 
with the safety and security of the materials there was 
started engagement of some private men as security guards 
initially from the locality and thereafter through the 
independent contractors. The engagement of contract 
labour through independent contractors is shown to be in 
accordance with valid contracts specifying the terms and 
conditions of such engagement. Though there is need of 
registration and obtaining of license by the independent 
contractor the specific case of the Respondent is that 
license has been obtained though not produced. Though 
there has been no proof of the fact of license having been 
obtained and for registration made by the Principal 
Employer to give rise to the commencement of the 
contract labour system in the establishment, that perse is 







[TPI II—3(ii) ] 


■FKcl 7FTTI : ^ITf 6, 2013/3JTW 15, 1935 


3255 


not to substantiate that system has not commenced there. 
The Respondent has been able to substantiate that despite 
the prevalence of the contract labour system under the 
establishment why it had to switch over to avoiding private 
contract labour and to engage Government Specialist 
Security Services. When specialist security guards are 
appointed from among CISF personnel no doubt it is not 
with an object of denying the benefits that might be 
payable to the private security guards that they were 
engaged and continued as contract labour. Marginal 
discrepancie in the versions of witnesses tending to show 
that there has been some control of First Respondent over 
the work of the contract labour or such other 
circumstances are not apt to lead to the conclusion that 
the contract labour is capable of being considered as 
directly employed under the First Respondent. Even with an 
attempt to pierce the veil, if any, centering round the contract 
for supply of labour at no stretch of imagination it can be 
concluded that there is no real contract and that the contract 
is mere sham or a camouflage. Therefore, I hold that the 
contract between the Management of Project Director, 
Zirconium Complex and their Contractor with regard to the 
employment of the contract labour is not sham and bogus. 
There is no termination of them by Rl. The termination of 
the contract labour by Contractor is a misnomer in that due 
to absence of employment at the original place of 
engagement they were being transferred to new stations or 
Chennai at which they have not joined duty. Hence they kept 
out of employment of their own volition only and there is no 
actual termination by the Contractor. Consequently, the 
workmen are not entitled to any relief. 

13. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on 
this day the 30th April, 2013) 

A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined: 

For the 1st Party/Petitioner WW1, SriT. Kurukkalanji 
For the 2nd Party/Management MW1, Sri K.P.S. 

Pillai 

MW2, Sri S. Jayarajan 


Documents Marked : 
On the petitioner's side 


Ex.No. 

Date 

Description 

Ex.Wl 

31.03.2007 

Advertisement in the news paper 

Ex.W2 

16.03.2009 

Application called for absorption 

Ex.W3 

April 2009 

Dispute raised by Nelson 

Ex.W4 

30.04.2009 

Telegram sent by Mr. Lionel 
John Dhanamani 


Ex.No. Date 

Description 

Ex.W5 30.04.2009 

Order passed in MP No. 1/2009 
in WP 7252/2009 

Ex.W6 22.06.2009 

Conciliation of notice — 
Nelson 

Ex.W7 25.07.2009 

Strike notice issued by the Union 

Ex.W8 25.07.2009 

Strike notice issued to the 
Respondents 

Ex.W9 28.07.2009 

Conciliation notice 

Ex.WlO 31.07.2009 

Failure Report 

Ex.Wl 1 15.08.2009 

Letter by the First Respondent 
to the Petitioner Union 

Ex.W12 12.09.2009 

Letter from the First Respondent 

Ex.Wl3 24.09.2009 

Letter to disburse the wages 

Ex.W14 08.10.2009 

Letter to the Second Respondent 
regarding wages 

Ex.W15 08.10.2009 

2K Petition regarding bonus 

Ex.W16 11.12.2009 

Rejoinder filed by the Union 

Ex.W17 11.12.2009 

Reply from the Second 
Respondent 

Ex.Wl8 21.12.2009 

Letter from ACL to the Second 
Respondent 

Ex.W19 05.02.2010 

Letter from the First Respondent 
regarding attendance register 

Ex.W20 12.02.2010 

Complaint regarding wages 

Ex.W21 10.06.2010 

Conciliation notice 

Ex.W22 12.08.2010 

Reply from the Respondents 

Ex.W23 16.08.2010 

Conciliation notice 

Ex.W24 

Employment certificate issued 
by the First Respondent and 
other Contractors 

Ex.W25 — 

Bonus payable from 01.04.2007 
to 31.12.2008 

Ex.W26 — 

Application by M.K. Pandian 

Ex.W27 — 

Application by Kurukalanji 

Ex.W28 — 

Attendance register from March 
1998 

Ex.W29 — 

List of Members Union 

Ex.W30 16.02.2010 

Order passed in W.A.No. 672 of 
2009 

Ex.W31 — 

List of Security Staff working in 
NFC 
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Ex.No. Date 


Description 


On the Management's side 


Ex.No. Date 

Ex.Ml 31.12.2008 


Ex. M2 01.01.2009 


Ex.M3 30.04.2009 


Ex. M4 28.05.2009 


Ex.M5 25.07.2009 


Ex.M6 12.09.2009 


Ex.M7 09.05.2008 


Ex.M8 17.04.2009 
(series) 


Ex.M9 19.08.2010 
(series) 


Description 

Acceptance letter for providing 
complete security measure to 
the project and township site of 
Zirconium Complex by the 
Chief Administrative Officer on 
behalf of the President of India 
to the 2nd Respondent 

Agreement between the 
Department of Atomic Energy, 
Government of India and 2nd 
Respondent 

Requisition letter by the 2nd 
Respondent to re-consider the 
quoted rate/termination notice to 
the Department of Atomic 
Energy, Government of India, 
Hyderabad 

Reply submitted before the 
Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
(C), Madurai by the 1st 
Respondent with reference to the 
letter dated 21.05.2009 

Requisition letter by the Chief 
Administrative Officer for 
termination of contract to the 
2nd Respondent 

Letter sent to the Chief 
Administrative Officer by the 
2nd Respondent with regard to 
the status and dispute raised by 
the petitioner with ACL, Madurai 

Copy of the advertisement 
issued by the 1st Opposite Party 
together with the tender 
documents 

Copies of the said transfer letters 
issued to the petitioners in ID 
Nos. 89 (series)to 92 of 2009 
and ID Nos. 19 to 22 of 2010 

Copies of the letters sent by the 
2nd Opposite Party to the 
petitioners covered by the above 
disputes advising them to report 
at Chennai together with 
acknowledgements/returned 
covers 


Ex.MlO 12.08.2010 Copy of the Counter Statement 
filed by the 2nd Opposite Party 
before the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner 

Ex.Mil 14.09.2010 Copy of the Counter Statement 
filed by the 2nd Opposite Party 
before the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner 
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New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O. 1257. —In pursuance of Section 2A(2) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 31/ 
97) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum 
Labour Court No. 1, NEW DELHI as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of The Executive Engineer 
(E), CPWD, which was received by the Central 
Government on 06/06/2013. 

[F. No. L-42011/93/1995-IR(DU)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R.K. YADAY, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, KARKARDOOMA COURTS, 
COMPLEX DELHI 


I.D. No. 31/97 

The General Secretary, 
CPWD Karamchari Union, 
C-15, Bhai Veer Singh Marg, 
Goal Market, 

New Delhi-110001. 
Workman... 


Versus 

The Executive Engineer (E), 

Hot Mix Ashphalt Plant Division 
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CPWD, I.P. Bhawan, 

New Delhi-110002. 

Management... 

AWARD 

Executive Engineer (Electrical), Mechanical & 
Workshop Division, Central Public Works Department 
(in short the management) engaged Shri Jaipal Saran as 
Assistant Operator on muster roll with effect from 
01.01.1979, purely on temporary basis. Regular post of 
Khalasi was offered to him by the management, vide letter 
dated 16.04.1984. Shri Jaipal Saran accepted that offer 
and joined on the post of khalasi with effect from 
17.08.1984. Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan, 
engaged as Assistant Operator on muster roll in 1981 and 
1982 respectively, were also offered posts of Khalasi, 
which offer was not accepted by them. Subsequently they 
were regularized on the posts of Assistant Operator by 
the management in the year 1993. Shri Jaipal Saran felt 
aggrieved and raised a demand on the management seeking 
regularization on the post of Operator. When his demand 
was not conceded to, he approached the CPWD 
Karamchari Union (in short the union) for redressal of 
his grievance. The union espoused his cause and raised a 
dispute before the Conciliation Officer. Since the dispute 
was contested by the management, conciliation 
proceedings ended into a failure. On consideration of 
failure report, submitted by the Conciliation Officer, the 
appropriate Government referred the dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide order No.-42011/93/95/ 
1R(DU), New Delhi dated 24.02.1997 with following 
terms: 

"Whether action of the management of the 
Superintending Engineer Electrical, Co-ordination circle 
(Electrical) and Executive Engineer (Electrical) Hot Mix 
Ashphalt Plant Division, C.P.W.D,, New Delhi in not 
counting the service period of Shri Jaipal Saran, Khalasi 
as Assistant Operator and thereafter as Operator is 
justified? If not, what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled to?" 

2. Claim statement was filed by Shri Jaipal Saran 
pleading therein that he is a member of scheduled caste. 
He was recruited through employment exchange against 
direct recruitment quota on sanctioned post of Assistant 
Operator on muster roll during September 1978. Though 
he would have been recruited against quota available for 
scheduled caste as Assistant Operator against regular post 
yet management violated labour laws and forced him to 
continue as daily wager Assistant Operator on muster roll. 
He was kept as daily wage from September 1978 to 
11.08.1984. The said act of the management amounts to 
unfair labour practice. He discharged his duties honestly 
to the entire satisfaction of his superiors. His services 
were appreciated from time to time. 


3. He projects that on 12.08.1984, he was 
deliberately coerced to join duties as regular work charged 
Khalasi. The said act on the part of the management also 
amounts to unfair labour practice, for which they are liable 
to be prosecuted. He was eligible/entitled for 
regularization as Assistant Operator from the date of 
initial appointment in September 1978 in pursuance of 
memo No.63/01/168-NCS II, dated 31.01.1969. Shri 
Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan, appointed in 1981 
and 1982 as Khalasi on muster roll, were promoted as 
Operator in 1993. They were neither members of 
scheduled caste nor senior to the claimant. He is entitled 
to get all attendant benefits since September 1978 for 
the post of regular work charged Assistant Operator/ 
Operator. He claims that benefits for the post of Assistant 
Operator from September 1978 to August 1984 may be 
accorded and he may be restored to the position of 
Operator from August 1984 till date, besides payment of 
wages for the post of Operator thereafter. 

4. Claim was demurred by the management pleading 
that Shri Jaipal Saran was engaged as Assistant Operator 
with effect from 01.01.1979 purely on temporary basis 
by the Executive Engineer, Mechanical & Workshop 
Division, New Delhi. His engagement as Assistant 
Operator was due to exigencies of work of casual nature. 
When regular post of Khalasi was available, offer was 
given to him to join that post. He accepted that offer and 
joined as regular Khalasi on 17.08.1984. He submitted 
his joining report accordingly. No unfair labour practice 
was adopted by the management when offer for the post 
of Khalasi was made to him. It does not lie in his mouth 
to claim that he was coerced to join as Khalasi. A casual 
muster roll worker can only be regularized against a 
sanctioned post. 

5. Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan were 
also offered post of Khalasi, but they opted not to accept 
that offer. They continued to work as daily rated Assistant 
Operator on muster roll. To regularize casual workers, 
working on muster roll, Government of India, created 
8982 posts in various categories of work charged 
establishment and regular classified establishment. When 
aforesaid posts were created, Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri 
Ram Krishan, working as Assistant Operators, were 
regularized on the post of Assistant Operator. It is wrong 
to claim that the claimant is entitled for getting his 
services rendered as muster roll casual employee, 
counted. He cannot agitate that he is to be restored to the 
position of Operator, besides financial benefits for that 
post. His claim, being devoid of merits, may be dismissed, 
pleads the management. 

6. Vide order No.Z/22019/6/2007-IR(C II), New 
Delhi dated 11.02.2008, case was transferred to Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No.II, New Delhi for 
adjudication by the appropriate Government. 
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7. Claimant opted not to testify facts in support of 
his claim. Shri K.C. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, deposed 
facts on behalf of the management. 

8. Vide notification No.A-11016/3/2009-CLS II, 
New Delhi dated 03.04.2013, additional charge of the post 
of the Presiding Officer, Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal No.II, New Delhi, was assigned to the undersigned 
by the appropriate Government and thus the case reached 
this Tribunal for adjudication. 

9. Arguments were heard at the bar. Shri B.K. Prasad, 
authorized representative, advanced arguments on behalf 
of the claimant. Shri Subhash Chandra, Assistant Engineer, 
presented facts on behalf of the management. I have given 
my careful considerations to the arguments advanced at 
the bar and cautiously perused the record. My findings on 
issues involved in the controversy are as follows: 

10. Shri K.C. Sharma, Assistant Engineer, swears in 
his affidavit Ex. MW 1/A, tendered as evidence, that the 
claimant was engaged as Assistant Operator on muster 
roll purely on temporary basis by the Executive Engineer, 
Mechanical & Workshop Division, New Delhi. When he 
was working on muster roll as Assistant Operator, he was 
offered appointment as Khalasi on regular basis, vide 
order No.lO(5)/DCEC-VII/E-3/1427 dated 16.08.1984. 
He accepted the offer and joined as Khalasi on regular 
basis with effect from 17.08.1984. He submitted his 
joining report, which is Ex. MW 1/2. A Khalasi is promoted 
on the post of Assistant Operator on the basis of his 
seniority and that too after passing departmental test. 

11. Casual/muster roll workers can be regularized 
against sanctioned post only. Regular posts were created 
for regularization of casual workers, working on muster 
roll/hand receipt posts, vide order No/38/2/87/ECX dated 
30.09.1992 and as such eligible daily rated workers were 
regularized according to their seniority. The said order is 
Ex. MW 1/3. Shri SudamaManjhi was working as Assistant 
Operator on daily wages. He passed departmental test for 
regularization to the post of Operator. When post was 
available, he was appointed to the post of Operator vide 
order dated 19.03.1993, which is Ex. MW1/6. 

12. Facts unfolded by Shri Sharma remained un¬ 
assailed. Therefore, out of facts pleaded by the parties 
and those testified by Shri Sharma, it emerged that the 
claimant was engaged as Assistant Operator on muster 
roll purely on temporary basis on 01.09.1979. 
Management engages muster roll employees in terms of 
following instructions: 

I. The muster roll labour should be employed for 
essential works or original work done departmentally and 
to the barest minimum. They should not be engaged for 
long period on jobs relating to repairs (Memo No. 615- 
EIV/WC dated 02.06.1964) 


II. Supervisory staff should not be employed on 
muster roll (Memo No. 615- EIV/WC dated 19.07.1954) 

LH. The muster roll staff should not be employed 
for more than a year. All posts against which persons are 
employed for more than a year should be taken on W.C. 
Estt. and suitable persons be employed on these 
jobs(Memo No.615-EIV/WC dated 14.09.1954). 

IV. The muster roll staff should be employed on 
(RTC) jobs of purely casual nature and services of such 
employees should be terminated immediately on 
completion of the job on which they are employed. The 
employment of muster roll labour from 3 months to six 
months should be approved by the superintending Engineer 
and six months to a year by the Chief Engineer/Engineer- 
in-Chief. (23/3/58; EIV(A) dated 27.06.1958). 

13. As projected above, a muster roll labour is to 
be engaged to the barest minimum. He cannot be engaged 
for a period of more than one year. In case muster roll 
employee is engaged on a post for more than a year, the 
said post is to be taken on work charged establishment 
and suitable person is to be employed on such post. 
Service of muster roll employee is to be terminated 
immediately on completion of the job on which he is 
employed. In case of employment of muster roll 
employee is for 3-6 months, it may be approved by the 
Superintending Engineer. Thus, it is evident that muster 
roll employee cannot expect continuity of his service. 
Sword of Damocles hangs over his head and he is always 
under a fear that his services may come to an end on 
completion of the job, on which he is employed. 

14. Conscious of these propositions, claimant 
accepted offer of appointment on the post of regular 
Khalasi, when it was so made to him by the management 
on 16.08.1984. He submitted his joining report on 
17.08.1984. On acceptance of the post of regular Khalasi, 
he no more remained a muster roll Assistant Operator. 
Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan, working as 
Assistant Operator on muster roll since 1981 and 1982 
respectively, were also offered posts of Khalasi, which 
they opted not to join. They continued working as Assistant 
Operator on muster roll, on casual basis. Therefore, 
claimant reached different pedestal than one on which Shri 
Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan, were placed, when 
he joined services as Khalasi on 17.08.1984. He cannot 
claim equality with these two muster roll casual Assistant 
Operators. 

15. In Surender Singh (2007 (115) FLR 1003) the 
Apex Court, commanded Government of India to create 
some posts in various categories in work charged 
establishment and regular classified establishments for 
regularization of muster roll workers, working with the 
management since long. In consonance with the directions 
so given, the Government of India created 8982 posts in 
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various categories of work charged establishment and 
regular classified establishments. When these posts were 
created, Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan were 
senior enough to be regularized on the post of Assistant 
Operator, hence the management regularized their 
services as such. Arbitration award for re-categorization 
and reclassification of workmen in establishment of the 
management was passed in the year 1988. It was 
implemented with effect from 01.01.1973 (notionally) 
and financial benefits were accorded with effect from 
01.04.1981. On implementation of the Arbitration award, 
post of Assistant Operator was merged with the post of 
Operator. As such, Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram 
Krishan reached the position of Operator. It is how the 
heart of the claimant started wailing. Hind sight made him 
to visualize that in case he would have continued working 
as Assistant Operator on muster roll, he was bound to 
reach the position of Operator. He lost sight of uncertainty, 
which prevailed till additional posts were created by the 
Government of India. Above circumstances make it 
apparent that the claimant cannot put his case at par with 
Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan. 

16. Admittedly post of Assistant Operator, which 
merged with the post of Operator, is promotional post. 
Claimant was required to pass departmental test for that 
promotion, which he never attempted. On the other hand, 
Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan passed that 
departmental test. This proposition also makes line of 
demarcation in the two situations very clear and visible. 
Thus, it is evident that the claimant cannot claim equality 
with Shri Sudama Manjhi and Shri Ram Krishan. He also 
failed to project case for regularization of his service on 
the post of Assistant Operator, since on the date of 
creation of additional posts, while working as regular 
Khalasi with the management. Those additional posts were 
not meant for persons like the claimant, who initially 
worked as muster roll employee and subsequently got 
regular appointment with the management. 

17. In view of the reasons detailed above, it is crystal 
clear that the claimant does not have a case for counting 
of his service rendered by him as Assistant Operator on 
muster roll, not to talk of his regularization on the post 
of Operator when additional posts of 8982 posts were 
created in various categories of work charged 
establishment and regular classified establishment of the 
management. His claim is devoid of merits. It is announced 
that the management has not acted in an illegal or 
unjustified manner when services, rendered by the 
claimant, as Assistant Operator on muster roll, were not 
counted and he was not regularized as Assistant Operator/ 
Operator, on creation of posts referred above. Action of 
the management is found to be justified also. Claim put 
forward by the claimant is brushed aside. An award is, 
accordingly, passed in favour of the management and 


against the claimant. It be sent to the appropriate 
Government for publication. 

Dated : 25.04.2013 

Dr. R. K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 
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pFl 0 Tf°T37T-42011/214/2011-3TT^3TR (^\)j 

RfRT cfPTHt, SpSRRfRcr 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O 1258. — In pursuance of Section 2A (2) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 73/ 
2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 1, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of The Commissioner, MCD, which 
was received by the Central Government on 06/06/2013. 

[F.No.L-42011/214/2011 -IR(DU)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R.K. YADAY, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 1, 
KARKARDOOMA COURT 
COMPLEX, DELHI 

I.D. No.73/2012 

Shri Fateh Singh through 
The General Secretary, 

Delhi Municipal Karamchari Ekta Union (Regd.) 
780, Bali Maran, 

Delhi-110006. . . .Workman 

Versus 

The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (MCD) 

Town Hall, Chandni Chowk, 

Delhi-110006 .. .Management 
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AWARD 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (in short the 
Corporation) engages sweepers on muster roll. Workers 
engaged on muster roll crave for regularization of their 
services. Considering the demand raised by the employees 
for regularization of their services, the Corporation 
framed policy for their regularization in a phased manner, 
subject to availability of posts and funds. In pursuance of 
policy for regularization of muster roll employees in 
phased manner, the Corporation regularized services of 
Shri Fateh Singh, in September 2006, who was working 
as safai karamchari. Feeling aggrieved by that act of the 
Corporation, Shri Fateh Singh approached the Delhi 
Mazdoor Karamchari Ekta Union (in short the union) for 
redressal of his grievance. The union raised demand for 
regularization of service of Sh.Fateh Singh with effect 
from 01.04.2000, which demand was not conceded to by 
the Corporation. The union raised a dispute before the 
Conciliation Officer. Since the Corporation contested the 
claim, conciliation proceedings ended into a failure. On 
consideration of the failure report, submitted by the 
Conciliation Officer, the appropriate Government 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication, vide 
order No. L-42011/214/2011-1R(DU), New Delhi dated 
13.03.2012 with following terms: 

"Whether action of the management of Municipal 
Corporation of Delhi in regularizing the workman, Shri 
Fateh Singh, S/o Shri Jai Kishan, safai karamchari, with 
effect from September 2006 instead of 01.04.2000 is 
legal and justified? What relief the work entitled to and 
from which date?” 

2. Claimant, Shri Fateh Singh, was called upon by 
the Tribunal to file his claim statement. He opted not to 
file claim statement. He made a statement on oath 
claiming that since his services have been regularized, 
dispute between him and the Corporation stood satisfied. 
Thus, it emerged that Shri Fateh Singh does not want to 
raise grievances before the Tribunal. 

3. Corporation presented facts before this Tribunal, 
detailing therein that initially services of Shri Fateh Singh 
were regularized with effect from 12.09.2006 as safai 
karamchari. He accepted the proposal and joined as safai 
karamchari with the Corporation. Subsequently, when Shri 
Fateh Singh raised the issue, his case was considered again. 
On consideration of facts, service of Shri Fateh Singh 
was regularized as safai karamchari with effect from 
01.04.2003, vide office order No. 1798/DAIII-AC/ 
DEMS(HQ) dated 17.06.2011. All consequential benefits 
have also been released in his favour. 

4. Out of facts presented by the Corporation and, 
the statement made by Shri Fateh Singh, it crystallizes 
that services of Shri Fateh Singh have been regularized as 


safai karamchari with effect from 01.04.2003 and all 
consequential benefits have been released in his favour. 
Shri Fateh Singh feels satisfied from the above situation 
and does not want to raise grievances against his employer. 
Consequently, it is evident that dispute between Shir Fateh 
Singh and the Corporation no more remains to be 
adjudicated. Resultantly, an award is, accordingly, passed. 
It be sent to the appropriate Government for 
publication. 

Dated : 03.05.2013 

Dr. R. K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 

RlfReRTl, 10 RJR, 2013 

RT3J 1259 — sMPlcb fc|4l< 1947,( 1947 

RR 14) ^ £JK1 17 Rl 3RJRRUT Tf, ■Htcbk cbflUHl, 

TTlRfr’'#’ ^ TRjsTRr ^ TUTS fRRDRRl afR RRRl RRfRTRf <£ 

RUbR ajklPlcb 

3#RfRUT R. 2, M ferTt ^ TRIR (rM RR5RT 72/2012 R71 
RRRftlR RRRl t, RRRTR RTF 06-06-2013 R71 W 

f3R 8TTI 

[RR° RT° RrT -42011/215/2011-anf 3TR (#f) ] 

RffRcfmRT, aRRRlfRR 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O. 1259. — In pursuance of Section 2A (2) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 70/ 
2012) of the Central Goverment Industrial Tribunal cum 
Labour Court No. 1, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of The Commissioner, MCD, which 
was received by the Central Government on 06-06-2013. 

[F.No. L-42011/215/2011 -IR(DU)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R.K. YADAY PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO.l, 
KARKARDOOMA COURT COMPLEX, DELHI 

I.D.No.72/2012 

Shri Dal Chand through 
The General Secretary, 

Delhi Municipal Karamchari Ekta Union (Regd.) 
780, Bali Maran, 

Delhi-110006. 

Workman 
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Versus 

The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (MCD) 

Town Hall, Chandni Chowk, 

Delhi-110006 

Management 

AWARD 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (in short the 
Corporation) engage) sweepers on muster roll. Workers 
engaged on muster roll crave for regularization of their 
services. Considering the demand raised by the employees 
for regularization of their services, the Corporation 
framed policy for their regularization in a phased manner, 
subject to availability of posts and funds. In pursuance of 
policy for regularization of muster roll employees in 
phased manner, the Corporation regularized services of 
Shri Dal Chand, in September 2006, who was working as 
safai karamchari. Feeling aggrieved by that act of the 
Corporation, Shri Dal Chand approached the Delhi 
Mazdoor Karamchari Ekta Union (in short the union) for 
redressal of his grievance. The union raised demand for 
regularization of service of Dal Chand with effect from 
01.04.2000, which demand was not conceded to by the 
Corporation. The union raised a dispute before the 
Conciliation Officer. Since the Corporation contested the 
claim, conciliation proceedings ended into a failure. On 
consideration of the failure report, submitted by the 
Conciliation Officer, the appropriate Government 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide 
order No. L: 42011/215/2011-IR(DU), New Delhi dated 
13.03.2012 with the following terms: 

"Whether action of the management of Municipal 
Corporation of Delhi in regularizing the workman, Shri 
Dal Chand, S/o Shri Chhatar Singh, safai karamchari, with 
effect from September, 2006 instead of 01.04.2000 is 
legal and justified? What relief the work entitled to and 
from which date? 

2. Claimant, Shri Dal Chand, was called upon by the 
Tribunal to file his claim statement. He opted not to file 
claim statement. He made a statement on oath claiming 
that since his services have been regularized, dispute 
between him and the Corporation stood satisfied. Thus, it 
emerged that Shri Dal Chand does not want to raise 
grievances before the Tribunal. 

3. Corporation presented facts before this Tribunal, 
detailing therein that initially services of Shri Dal Chand 
were regularized with effect froml2.09.2006 as safai 
karamchari. He accepted the proposal and joined as safai 
karamchari with the Corporation. Subsequently, when Shri 
Dal Chand raised an issue, his case was considered again. 
On consideration of facts, service of Shri Dalchand was 


regularized as safai karamchari with effect from 
01.04.2003, vide office order No. 1798/DAII1-AC/ 
DEMS(HQ) dated 17.06.2011. All consequential benefits 
have been released in his favour. 

4. Out of facts presented by the Corporation and 
the statement made by Shri Dal Chand, it crystallizes that 
services of Shri Dal Chand was regularized as safai 
karamchari with effect from 01.04.2003 and all 
consequential benefits have been released in his favour. 
Shri Dal Chand feels satisfied from the above situation 
and does not want to raise grievances against his employer. 
Consequently, it is evident that dispute between Shir Dal 
Chand and the Corporation no more remains to be 
adjudicated. Resultantly, an award is, accordingly, passed. 
It be sent to the appropriate Government for publication. 

Dated : 03.05.2013 

Dr. R. K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 

F^f^Tl, 10 t3JT, 2013 

W126D — aMlfdcb fc|4l< 3#[fWT, 1947, (1947 

^FT 14) ^Ft 17 ^ UUbk #1M, 

srftURU F. 1, M ferf) Fl W (tM WTT 70/2012 F?T 
TTTfw FFFft f, ^ tqT^nr cffr 06-06-2013 F7T W 
fSTT 8111 

pFl°TT° TFT — 42011/216/2011 - 3Tlf 3TR (tgfy)] 

^FTfnrfr, 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 2013 

S.O. 1260 In pursuance of Section 2A (2) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 70/ 
2012) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court No. 1, New Delhi as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of The Commissioner, 
MCD, which was received by the Central Government on 
06/06/2013. 

[F.No. L-42011/216/2011 -IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R.K. YADAY PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO.l, 
KARKARDOOMA COURT COMPLEX, DELHI 

I.D.No.70/2012 
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Shri Jagan through 

The General Secretary, 

Delhi Municipal Karamchari Ekta Union (Regd.) 

780, Bali Maran, 

Delhi-110006. . . .Workman 

Versus 

The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (MCD) 

Town Hall, Chandni Chowk, 

Delhi-110006 .. .Management 

AWARD 

Municipal Corporation of Delhi (in short the 
Corporation) engages sweepers on muster roll. Workers 
engaged on muster roll crave for regularization of their 
services. Considering the demand raised by the employees 
for regularization of their services, the Corporation 
framed policy for their regularization in a phased mananer, 
subject to availability of posts and funds. In pursuance of 
policy for regularization of muster roll employees in 
phased manner, the Corporation regularized services of 
Shri Jagan, in September 2006, who was working as safai 
karamchari. Feeling aggrieved by that act of the 
Corporation, Shri Jagan approached the Delhi Mazdoor 
Karamchari Ekta Union (in short the union) for redressal 
of his grievance. The union raised demand for 
regularization of service of Jagan with effect from 
01.04.2000, which demand was not conceded to by the 
Corporation. The union raised a dispute before the 
Conciliation Officer. Since the Corporation contested the 
claim, conciliation proceedings ended into a failure. On 
consideration of the failure report, submitted by the 
Conciliation Officer, the appropriate Government 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide 
order No.L: 42011/216/20 ll-IR(DU), New Delhi dated 
13.03.2012 with following terms: 

"Whether action of the management of Municipal 
Corporation of Delhi in regularizing the 
workman, Shri Jagan, S/o Shri Hukum Singh, safai 
karamchari, with effect from September 2006 
instead of 01.04.2000 is legal and justified? 
What relief the work entitled to and from which 
date?” 

2. Claimant, Shri Jagan, was called upon by the 
Tribunal to file his claimstatement. He opted not to file 
claim statement. He made a statement on oath claiming 
that since his services have been regularized, dispute 
between him and the Corporation stood satisfied. Thus, it 
emerged that Shri Jagan does not want to raise grievances 
before the Tribunal. 

3. Corporation presented facts before this Tribunal, 
detailing therein that initially services of Shri Jagan were 


regularized with effect from 11.09.2006 as safai 
karamchari. He accepted the proposal and joined as safai 
karamchari with the Corporation. Subsequently, when 
Shri Jagan raised an issue, his case was considered again. 
On consideration of facts, service of Shri Jagan was 
regularized as safai karamchari with effect from 
01.04.2003, vide office order No. 1741/DA-III-AC/ 
DEMS(HQ) dated 17.06.2011. All consequential benefits 
have been also released in his favour. 

4. Out of facts presented by the Corporation and 
the statement made by Shri Jagan, it crystallizes that 
services of Shri Jagan have been regularized as safai 
karamchari with effect from 01.04.2003 and all 
consequential benefits have been released in his favour. 
Shri Jagan feels satisfied from the above situation and 
does not want to raise grievances against his employer. 
Consequently, it is evident that dispute between 
Shri Jagan and the Corporation no more remains to be 
adjudicated. Resultantly, an award is, accordingly, 
passed. It be sent to the appropriate Government for 
publication. 

Dated : 03.05.2013 

Dr. R.K. YADAV, Presiding Officer 

li^r, 2013 

^U°31T° 1261.— aiklPlcb f5P41T 3#rfwr, 1947 (1947 
FF 14) ^ tJKT 17 ^ t[ tHUbK ^ 

FPT5 PHiiHcbi 3jjT ^ Spjsm t[ 

-4I4M4, wfR xpqrc (fM Ml #. 3TR 44/2009) 
FT! BUbK Fit 5.6.2013 FT!TTO||31T 

«TTI 

[TtT.7j°TcT-12012/26/2009-3JTf 3TR (^ft-II)] 

FTk TFT, SPjrrFT 3#FRTr[ 
New Delhi, the 11th June, 2013 

S.O. 1261.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. CR No. 
44/2009) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Bangalore now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Syndicate Bank and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 5.06.2013. 

[F. No. L-12012/26/2009-IR (B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
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ANNEXURE 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIUBNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
BANGALORE 


Dated : 28th May 2013 

PRESENT : SHRIS. N. NAVALGUND, Presiding Officer 


C R No. 

I Party 

Shri Devendrappa S Madiwal, 
C/o Ramling Raichurkar, 

At PO Mulegaon, 

Solapur Tehsil, 

Solapur (Maharashtra). 


44/2009 
II Party 

The General Manager (P), 
Syndicate Bank, Regional 
Office, Nodal I R Cell, 
No. 69, 9th Main, 3rd 
Block, Jayanagar, 

B’lore— Oil. 


APPEARANCES: 

I Party : ShriTNarayanSwamy, 

Advocate 

II Party : Shri Ramesh Upadhyaya, 

Advocate 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government vide order No. L-12012/ 
26/2009-IR (B-II) dated 18.08.2009 in exercise of the 
power conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub¬ 
section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947) made this reference for adjudication 
with the following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of management of Syndicate 

Bank in not considering for reinstatement and re¬ 
empaneling (Status Quo) in respect of 

Shri Devendrappa S Madiwal is legal and justified? 

What relief the workman concerned may be 

entitled?" 

2. On receipt of the reference while registering it 
in C R 44/2009 when notices were issued to both sides 
they enter their appearance through respective -advocates 
and filed the claim statement of the I Party on 25.05.2010 
and the counter statement of the II party on 06.12.2010. 

3. After completion of the pleadings when the 
matter was posted for evidence of the II party, the learned 
advocate while examining R Shankar Swamy who worked 
as Branch Manager of Shahbad Branch at the relevant time 
as MW 1 closed his side. Inter alia, the I party while filing 
his affidavit examined himself on oath as WW 1 and did 


not produce any documentary evidence. The learned 
advocate appearing for both the sides have filed their 
written arguments. 

4. The I Party in his claim statement claims that he 
was appointed as an Attender by the II Party in the year 
1983 at Shahbad Branch and that on 16.12.2003 he was 
asked to encash a cheque and on the same day pursuant to 
a Police Complaint filed against him he was taken to the 
Police Custody and that a case was filed against him in 
CC No. 99/2000 before ludicial Magistrate, I Class, 
Shahbad and that he has been honourably acquitted through 
judgement dated 26.08.2006 and thereafter he submitted 
representation to the II party along with copy of the 
judgement with a request to reinstate him but the II Party 
denied as a result he approached the ALC(C), Bellary and 
as the II Party took adamant stand he submitted a failure 
report and consequently the Central Government made 
this reference for adjudication. Inter alia, the II party in 
its counter statement contend that service of I Party was 
availed as Temporary Attender at Shahbad Branch and that 
he who was entrusted with a cheque of Rs. 1,50,000.00 
drawn on State Bank of Hyderabad, Shahbad Branch for* 
encashment he returned saying that same is lost and then 
on a complaint filed by the then Manager, R Shankar 
Swamy, at Shahbad Police Station the said police while 
registering a case recovered the said cash from the house 
of the I Party and charge sheeted him for the said offence, 
hence, his services as a Temporary Sub-staff is 
discontinued. 

5. At the outset, I may say the wording reinstatement 
in the schedule is restoring the name of the I Party in the 
empanelled list of the II Party and not more than that and 
keeping in mind this position, I now proceed to consider 
whether the claim of the I Party for re- empanelling his 
name is justified or not. According to the evidence of 
R Shankar Swamy, MW 1 he worked as Branch Manager 
at Shahbad Branch from May 2003 to May 2007 and that 
I Party was in the empanelment of that Branch as 
Temporary Attender and his services used to be taken in 
the absence of Permanent Attender and that on 16.12.2003 
when Vijay Kumar Kulkarni Permanent Attender was on 
leave services of I party was availed and was sent to State 
Bank of Hyderabad, Shahbad Branch with a cheque drawn 
on State Bank of Hyderabad, Shahbad Branch for Rs. 
1,50,000.00 intimating him to wait for him for 
encashment of cheque but around 1115 hrs. he returned 
to Bank stating that he had encashed the cheque and while 
coming back towards the bank somebody snatched it and 
that suspecting his conduct he lodged a complaint at 
Shahbad Police Station and then during investigation 
Police found cash in his house and ceased and thereafter 
I Party never came to the Bank. Thus it is not a case of 
illegal retrenchment attracting Section 25(F)(0) of the 
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ID Act and as the I Party claims that he has been acquitted 
of the alleged offence registered against him at Shahbad 
Police Station consequent to the loss of cheque amount 
and immediately after delivery of judgement by the 
competent criminal court he approached the Manager of 
Shahbad Branch with a copy of the judgement with a 
request to re-empanel him and same was refused. Since 
the claim of the I Party that he has been acquitted in CC 
No. 99/2004 on the file of JMFC, Shahbad registered 
pursuant to the complaint filed by MW 1 is not seriously 
challenged but MW 1 has categorically admitted in his 
cross-examination that after order in C C No. 99/2004 
on the file of JMFC, Shahbad on 26.08.2006 I Party did 
approach him and that he refused to give him work. When 
MW 1 was the Branch Manager of Shahbad Branch at the 
relevant time and pursuant to the complaint filed by him 
against I Party he was charge sheeted in CC No. 99/2004 
on the file of JMFC, Shahbad, when his claim that he has 
been honourably acquitted in the said case through 
judgement dated 26.08.2006 and that immediately he 
approached the MW 1 with copy of the judgement with a 
request for work and he refused to give him work in the 
absence of any evidence by the II Party that he/I Party did 
hide the amount encashed by him at his house and reported 
the same snatched while he was on his way back after 
encashment there is no justification for the II Party to 
refuse to restore his name in the empanelment of the 
temporary sub-staff of the Shahbad Branch. Under the 
circumstances, I have arrived at onclusion the action of 
the management of Syndicate Bank in not considering for 
reinstatement and re-empanelling (status-quo) in respect 
of Sh. Devendrappa S Madiwal is not legal and justified 
and that I Party is entitle for restoration of his name in 
the empanelled list of II Party Shahbad Branch. In the 
result, I pass the following Order: 

ORDER 

"The reference is allowed holding that the action of 
the management of Syndicate Bank in not 
considering for reinstatement and re-empanelling 
(status-quo) in respect of Sh. Devendrappa S 
Madiwal is not legal and justified and that he is 
entitle for restoration of his name in the empanelled 
list of Temporary Sub-staff of II Party Shahbad 
Branch." 

(Dictated to U.D.C., transcribed by him, 
corrected and signed by me on 28th May 2013). 

S. N. NAVALGUND, Presiding Officer 
11 ^ 2013 

1262 —3flsy)p|cb faclKSrfqppw, 1947 (1947 

14) ^ *TKT 17 ^ sfa 

fwfqrr Tlf^F %> ^ WJ7DT <£ TUFg fH4M<=bf sfa 

<=b4<=bi<i ^ sFjsm sMfrFF frnr 3 4^4 


TTTTTT 3#FFTW?FT -4I4M4 Tplf ^ W (TTctf 

3TTf zt-1/10 3TPT 2008) wfw t ^fr 

^#4 T?T^^ 6.6.2013 ^TTOf3TT «TT 

[TTTT. ^-31012/01/2007-3^ 3TTT (<ift-II)] 

TFT, SPJTFT 3#FRTf[ 

New Delhi, the 11th June, 2013 

S.O. 1262. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. CGIT- 
110 of 2008) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court, Mumabi now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/s Travel and Shipping 
Private Ltd., and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on 06.06.2013. 

[F. No. L-31012/01/2007-IR (B-II)] 
SHEESH RAM, Section Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: JUSTICE G.S. SARRAF , Presiding Officer 

Reference No.. CGIT-110 of 2008 

Parties: Employers in relation to the mamagement of 
M/s. Travel & Shipping Private Limited 

and 

Their workman Natha Sahadu Landge 

APPEARANCE:- 

For the Management : No 

For the Workman : Mr. Gavas, Advocate 

Mumbai, dated 03rd day of April, 2013. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Central Government 
in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. The terms of reference given in the 
schedule are as follows: 

"Whether there is an employer-employee 
relationship between M/s Travels & Shipping Pvt. Ltd. 
Mumbai and Shri Natha Sahadu Landge? If yes whether 
the demand of Shri Natha Sahadu Landge to reinstate him 
in service with full back wages and continuity of service 
w.e.f. 30.12.1999 with all attendant benefits is legal, 
proper and justified? If so, to what relief Shri Natha Sahadu 
Landge is entitled to?" 

2. As per the order-sheet dated 06.1.2012 the 
workman Natha Sahadu Landge has expired. Thereafter 
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learned counsel for the workman has sought a number of 
adjournments for filing application to bring legal 
representatives of the deceased workman on record. 
Learned counsel for the workman today submits that he 
has informed the heirs of the deceased workman but 
nobody has contacted him and, therefore, he is not filing 
application for bringing legal representatives of the 
deceased workman on record. 

3. Since the workman has expired and no application 
has been filed to bring his legal representative on record, 
therefore, these proceedings abate. 

4. Award is passed accordingly. 

JUSTICE G. S. SARRAF, Presiding Officer 
1 2013 

1263 —qqfo *141M 4)^75/5470 4l 

-fexft 4 4n4 qnfqq uifftn feifqfe ( 

yRiwn 4) 4 TkPfci) % =b4qi<l qfqsq fqf 4 1375 

■3q«r«I srfqfwr, 1952 (1952 qq 19) (q,d^KM 

4 4qf4q) qf) qrcr 17 4) qq-qna ( 1 ) 4 7 ^ (<* 7 ) 4 
sicFjq 4 3rr4qq f4qr 1 1 

2 . sfn ^44 4-4)4 w=bK 4 Rum 3, srwT q4 q4 
4 44q f[ yfdMH 4 qfqsq 444 fwr qqq 3#44qq qft 
qirr 6 4 Mfe 4rq4i q4 4 qqfcnftqf 4 %trq 7 q 
qq^q#f3jjqch4qKlqqq3iMwT3iqqr<h4qi(l qf4q 
4444dht, 1952 (q,d^yyid4Rqr 4 7 ^ 4 444q) 4 4q4q 

qq^q 4 f44t 3pq yfdkiH 4 q>4qiR4[ 4 44q 4 4 
qn4 qjqft spt qfqsq 444 7rgf4qr3Ti qq 4t ttr 7t 1 1 

3. 3TcT: cfi-jd-M RLbK, spqqqq 3#rfqqqqfj RRl 17 4) 
qq qrq ( 1 ) 4 (qt) ^urqqq ^4 qq wr qq4 fq; 


fq 44 j 4 Tiqq-TTqq qq Ri Ri R ^ ;/i dT 4 srsqqH ddd yfdwn 
4) snqf) 344qqqr qqt 01 . 05 .1996 4 qqq 4 dht 4 qr4t 
qq44r 4 qqiq 4 ^qqqrq qpqft 1 1 

[4° 1371 - 35015 / 14 / 2012 - 13711371 - 11 )] 
igqrq^qi7, 37q7744q 
New Delhi, the 1st July, 2013 

S.O. 1263. —Whereas M/s Jubliant Life Sciences 
Ltd. [under Code No. DL/5470 in Delhi region] 
(hereinafter referred to as the establishment) has applied 
for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 17 of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act).— 

2. And whereas in the opinion of the Central 
Government, the rules of the provident fund of the said 
establishment with respect to the rates of contribution 
are not less favourable to employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
provided under the said Act or under the Employees' 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to 
as the Scheme) in relation to the employees in any other 
establishment of similar character. 

3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 17 of 
the said Act and subject to the conditions specified in 
this regard from time to time, the Central Government, 
hereby, exempts the said establishment from the opera¬ 
tion of all the provisions of the said Scheme with effect 
from 01-05-1996 until further notification. 

[No. S-35015/14/2012-SS-II] 
SUBHASH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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